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FEDERICO C. SAYRE, Esq. 

TOBY L. PLEVIN, Esq. 

SAYRE, MORENO, PURCELL & BOUCHER 
10866 Wilshire Boulevard 
Fourth Floor 

Los Angeles, California 90024 
(213) 475-0505 


Attorneys for Bent Corydon 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) CASE NO. & 420 153 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

) JOINDER IN MOTION TO UNSEAL 
Plaintiff, ) FILE 

) 

v. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

) 

Defendant. ) 

_ ) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) DATE: November 9, 1988 

) TIME: 9:00 a.m. 

Intervenor. ) DEPT: 56 

_ ) 


TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 


PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Bent Corydon, Mary Corydon, Mark 
Lutovsky, Phil Black, Marc Chacon, Dorothy Kolb and the Church of 
Sciologos have joined the pending Motion of Bent Corydon filed by 
Paul Morantz, Esq. for an order that: 

THE HEREIN FILE BE UNSEALED. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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Said motion shall be based upon the attached declaration of 
Toby L. Plevin as counsel for Bent Corydon, Mary Corydon, Phil 
Black, Marc Chacon and the Church of Sciologos, the Declaration 
and Points and Authorities submitted by Paul Morantz, Esq., as 
counsel for Bent Corydon in Coordination Proceeding No. 2151, and 
on such evidence and argument as will be given at the hearing on 
the motion. 

DATED: October 26, 1988. 


SAYRE, MORENO, PURCELL & BOUCHER 



Attorneys for Bent Corydon, Mark 
Lutovsky, Phil Black, Marc 
Chacon and the Church of 
Sciologos 
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FEDERICO C. SAYRE, Esq. 

TOBY L. PLEVIN, Esq. 

SAYRE, MORENO, PURCELL & BOUCHER 
10866 Wilshire Boulevard 
Fourth Floor 

Los Angeles, California 90024 
(213) 475-0505 

Attorneys for Bent Corydon 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

) 

Defendant. ) 

_ ) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Intervenor. ) 

_ ) 


I, Toby L. Plevin, do hereby 


CASE NO. C 420 153 

DECLARATION OF TOBY L. PLEVIN 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION OF BENT 
CORYDON TO UNSEAL FILE 


DATE: November 9, 1988 

TIME: 9:00 a.m. 

DEPT: 56 


declare as follows: 


I am over the age of eighteen and if called to the stand and 
sworn under oath I could competently testify as follows: 


1. I am the attorney for Bent Corydon in Los Angeles 
County Superior Court Case No. C 694 401, captioned Bent 
Corydon v. Church of Scientology et al. and in Riverside County 
Superior Court Case No. C 154 129, captioned Church of 
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Scientology Mission of Riverside et al. v. Church of Sciologos, 

Bent Corydon et al. , which are referred to in the second 
paragraph of the declaration of Paul Morantz previously submitted 
herein. In the latter case, Sayre, Moreno, Purcell & Boucher 
also represents MARY CORYDON, MARK LUTOVSKI, PHIL BLACK, MARC 
CHACON and CHURCH OF SCIOLOGIOS. 

2. Judge Paul Breckenridge's decision in the within case 
made a finding confirming the existence of the so-called fair 
game policy of the Church of Scientology and confirming that 
Scientology individuals and entities implement that policy to 
harass their enemies. 

3. The issue of the fair game policy of the Church of 
Scientology, its organizations and agents is a key issue in the 
above-referenced lawsuits. Consequently, a certified copy of the 
judgment in the Armstrong case may be necessary for collateral 
estoppel purposes in those actions. 

4. The documentary evidence regarding fair game is also 

V 

relevant to the Corydon actions because in both cases Mr. Corydon 
(and, in the Riverside case, his co-parties) allege tortious 
conduct by Scientology organizations and agents including but not 
limited to assault and battery, intentional infliction of 
emotional distress, and fraud coverina a period commencing as 
early as 1974 through 1982, intentional interference with 
prospective economic advantage and defamation. 

/ / / 
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5. The evidence of fair game tactics from the transcript 
of proceedings is also essential to a motion for a protective 
order that is pending in the Riverside case in which Mr. Corydon 
and his co-parties seek protection of the court from further 
harassment and discovery. Evidence regarding the patterns of 
abuse of the legal system by the Church of Scientology for the 
purposes of harassment and for obstruction of justice is crucial 
to that motion. 

6. In addition to the foregoing, evidence in the files may 
include material relevant to the question of whether, at its 
inception, Scientology was a business enterprise not a religion; 
that religion was superimposed upon it as a convenient device for 
eluding various regulations and for evading taxes. Such evidence 
is crucial to counter the Church's defense in the Corydon actions 
that its tortious conduct can not be subject to adjudication 
because it intrudes on religious freedom. 

7. Evidence regarding the establishment of Scientology 
Missions International as a means for controlling missions and 
the rewriting, backdating and altering Mission Board minutes is 
important to the defense in the Riverside action in which the 
validity and/or voidability of certain Board action has been 
raised. 

8. Attached are copies of the operative complaints and 
cross-complaints in the Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. C 964 
401 and Riverside County Case No. C 154 129. 
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 


true and correct. Executed this 
Angeles, California. 





day of October, 1988 at Los 



j/' Toby L. Plevin 
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^r oder t m ii auric, — 

A Professional Corporation 
TRABISH & PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way, Suite 902 
Marina Del Ray, California 90291 
(213) 822-2818 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 




F I L E n 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY 


JAN 121983 

WILLIAM E. CONERLY. CJ«r* 
By 


SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 




CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY MISSION OF 
RIVERSIDE, a California Non-Profit 
Religious Corporation, MISSION OF 
RIVERSIDE, an unincorporated 
assori a tion. GEROLD W. LANGENFEL D. 
VROBERT W. BEILH ART. anq DAVID M. 
J jINDSgRA U - r ‘ 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 


BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON, MARK 
LUTOVSKY, DOROTHY A. KOLB, MARC 
CHACON, ROBERT CHAMBERS, JEFF 
NICHOLS, PHILLIP BLACK, CHURCH OF 
SCIOLOGOS, a California Corporation 
and DOES 1 through 20, 

Inclusive, 

Defendants. 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


CASE NO. 154129 


FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT FOR: 

1. BREACH OF FIDUCIARY 
DUTY; 

2. VIOLATION OF CORP¬ 
ORATIONS CODE, 

. SECTION 9243 
(SELF-INTERESTED 
DIRECTOR DEALINGS); 

3. RESTITUTION BASED 
ON CANCELLATION OF 
DEED; • 

4. QUIET TITLE; ' 

5. CONVERSION; 

6. CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST; 

7. DECLARATORY RELIEF; 
8.INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 


FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

Plaintiffs, and each of "them, allege as a First Cause of 
Action against defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON, and MARK 
LUTOVSKY Breach of Fiduciary Duty as follows: 
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* i 

1. Plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 
(hereinafter "MISSION") is, and at all relevant times was, a 

California non-profit religious corporation with its principal 

place of business in Riverside;County. 

2. A true copy of the Articles of Incorporation of 
MISSION (hereinafter "Articles") is attached hereto as Exhibit 
"A" and incorporated herein by reference. A true copy of the 
Bylaws of MISSION (hereinafter. "Bylaws") is attached hereto as 
Exhibit "B" and is incorporated herein by reference. 

3. Plaintiff MISSION OF RIVERSIDE (hereinafter "CHURCH") 
is an unincorporated association and a church, consisting of 
Scientology parishioners, w hich at all relevant times operat ed 
under the corporate style of plaintiff MISSION in Riverside 
County. 

4. Plaintiffs GEROLD W..’LANGENFELD, ROBERT W. BEILHART 
and DAVID M. WINDSOR are directors of plaintiff MISSION. 
Plaintiffs GEROLD W. LANGENFELD and DAVID M. WINDSOR are the 
President and Treasurer, respectively, of MISSION. From and 
after December 16, 1982, plaintiff ROBERT W. BEILHART was and 
is the Mission Holder of MISSION, the person who occupies the 
highest ecclesiastical position in plaintiff CHURCH, and was 
and is a trustee of the assets of plaintiff CHURCH. Plaintiffs 
GEROLD W. LANGENFELD, AND DAVID M. WINDSOR are both 
parishioners of plaintiff CHURCH. 

5. Defendants BENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON are husband 
and wife. 

6. Defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK 
LUTOVSKY are residents of Riverside County. 


EXHIBIT, k ~ 4 . 
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7. The residence of defendant DOROTHY A. KOLB is in 
Orange County California, but plaintiffs are informed and 


believe and therefore allege that defendant DOROTHY A. KOLB did 
or caused to be done acts in Riverside County of which 
plaintiffs herein complain. 

8. Defendant MARC CHACON is a resident of Riverside 
County. 

9. Defendant CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS purports to be a 
California corporation doing business in Riverside County. 

10. The residences of defendants ROBERT CHAMBERS, JEFF 
NICHOLS, PHILLIP BLACK, and DOES 1 through 20,. are unknown at 
this time, but plaintiffs are informed and believe and 
therefore allege that each of these defendants did or caused to 
be done acts in Riverside County of which plaintiffs herein 
complain. 

11. Plaintiffs are ignorant of the true names .and 

capacities of defendants sued herein as DOES 1 through 20, 
inclusive, and therefore sue these defendants by such * 

fictitious names. Plaintiffs will amend their complaint to 
allege their true names and capacities when ascertained. 
Plaintiffs are informed and believe and therefore' allege that 
each of such fictitiously named defendants is responsible in 
some manner for the occurrences herein alleged. Wherever 
appearing in this Complaint, each and every reference to 
"Defendants" is intended to and shall be a reference to all 
defendants in this action and to each of them, including all 
fictitiously named defendants. 

12. At all times herein mentioned, each of the defendants 

EXHIBIT. A *4 . 
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was the agent and employee of his codefendants and in doing all 
of the things herein mentioned was acting within the scope of 
his authority and employment as such agent and employee and 
with the permission and consent of his codefendants. 

13. Defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK 

! 

LUTOVSKY were directors of plaintiff MISSION at all relevant 
times prior to November 19, 1982. Said defendants were 


disqualified as directors on Novemeber 19, 1982, and were 
_I_!---—--- 

removed for cause from the Board of Directors of MISSION on 


December 16, 1982, - in accordance with and pursuant to 


applicable provisions of the Bylaws. 


14. Prior to November 23, 1982, plaintiff MISSION was the 
legal owner, in trust for the benefit of plaintiff CHURCH, of 
certain real property in the County of Riverside, consisting of 
a building and an improved parking lot, more particularly 
described as follows: 


1. The Building : That portion of Block 7, Range 4 of 
the Town of Riverside, as shown by Map on file in Book 
7, page 17 of Maps, San Bernardino County Records, 
described as follows: Beginning at the Southwesterly 
corner of said Block; thence Easterly on the Northerly 
line of Eight Street, 185 feet; thence Northerly, 
parallel:with the Easterly line of Lemon Street, 185 
feet to the Southerly line of an alley; thence 
Westerly on the Southerly line of said alley, 185 feet 
to the Easterly line of Lemon Street; thence Southerly 
on the Easterly line of Lemon Street, 185 feet to the 
point of beginning. 

Commonly known as 3485 University Street, Riverside, 
California.• 

2. The Parking Lot : A portion of Block 7, Range 5, 
as shown by map of the TOWN OF RIVERSIDE, in the City 
of Riverside, County of Riverside, State of 
California, and described as follows: 

EXHIBIT, k '* 
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Commencing at the Southeast corner of Block 7, Range 
5, as shown by Map of the TOWN OF RIVERSIDE, recorded 
in Book 7, page 17 of Maps, records of San Bernardino 
County, California; 

Thence Westerly along the Northerly line of University 
Avenue (formerly Eight Street), 109 feet; 

Thence at a right angle Northerly and parallel with! 
the Westerly line of Lemon Street, 50 feet; ; 

Thence at a right angle Westerly and parallel with the 
Northerly line of University Avenue (formerly Eight. 
Street), 56 feet; \ 

Thence at a right angle Northerly and parallel with: 
the Westerly line of Lemon Street, 80 feet? 

Thence at a right angle Easterly and parallel with the 
Northerly line of University Avenue (formerly Eight, 
Street), 165 feet to the Westerly line of Lemon Street; 

Thence Southerly along the Westerly line of Lemon 
Street, 130 feet to the point of beginning. 


15. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and therefore 
allege that the above-described real property has a fair market 
value in excess of a seven hundred fifty thousand dollars 
($750,000) . 

16. On or about November 19, 1982, defendant BENT CORYDON, 
as a married man, purported to execute two Deeds of Trust to 
secure an indebtedness of one hundred ten thousand dollars . 
($110,000) purportedly evidenced by a promissory note in favor 
of plaintiff MISSION for the purchase of the above-described 

i 

real property. Attached hereto as Exhibits "C" and "C-l" are 
true copies of said Trust Deeds, which are incorporated herein 
by reference. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and 
therefore allege that there is no underlying promissory note 
supporting said trust deeds. 
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17. On or about November 23, 1982, defendants BENT CORYDON 
and MARK LUTOVSKY purported to execute two Grant Deeds on 
behalf of plaintiff MISSION to transfer all of the 
above-described property of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH to 
defendant BENT CORYDON, "a married man as his separate 
property." Attached hereto as Exhibits "D" and "D-l" are true 
copies of said Grant Deeds which are incorporated by 
reference. - Said transfer was for grossly less than the fair 
market value of said real property. 

18. On or about November 26, 1982, defendant MARY CORYDON 

i 

purported to execute a quitclaim deed on the above-described 
real property in favor of defendant BENT CORYDON. Attached 
hereto as Exhibits "E" and "E-l" are true copies of said 
quitclaim deeds, which are incorporated herein by reference. 

19. By reason of the above transfer of said real property 
of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH to an individual at grossly 

: if 

less; than fair market value, defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY 
CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY breached their general fiduciary duty 
to plaintiffs, as well as their special fiduciary duty under 
Article VII, Section l.c. of the Bylaws. 

20. As a proximate result of the acts herein•alleged 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH have suffered general damages in 
the amount of seven hundred fifty thousand dollars ($750,000) . 

21. The aforementioned acts of defendants BENT CORYDON, 

MARY CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY, were intentional, deliberate, 
willful, wanton, malicious, and oppressive, and amounted to a 
fraud against plaintiffs, and each of them. Plaintiffs are 
therefore entitled to recover punitive damages in the amount of 

EXHIBIT, ft -i . 
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seven hundred fifty thousand dollars ($750,000). 


SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

Plaintiffs, and each of them, allege as a Second Cause of 
Action against defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK 
LUTOVSKY Self-Interested Dealings in violation of California 
Corporation Code Section 9243 as follows: ; 

22. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and-every 

allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 6, and Paragraphs 
13 through 18 above, and incorporate them herein;by reference 
as though fully set forth. j 

23. Said transfer of the above-described real property of 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH to defendant BENT CORYDON was in 
violation of Section 9243 of the California Corporations Code. 

24. Plaintiff MISSION is, therefore, entitled under 
California Corporations Code, Section 9243 (h) (1)|—(3) to an 
order of this Court to defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON 
and MARK LUTOVSKY to account for any profits made from such 
transaction, to pay such profits to plaintiff MISSION, to pay 
plaintiff MISSION the value of the use of the property while it 
was wrongfully in the possession of said defendants, and to 
return the real property unlawfully transferred from plaintiff 
MISSION as a result of the above-described transaction by way 
of a cancellation of the Trust Deeds, Grant Deeds and Quitclaim 
Deeds recorded November 23, 1982, Exhibits "C" and "C-l", "D" 
and "D-l", and "E" and "E-l" attached hereto. 

25. Plaintiff MISSION is entitled to an award of 
prejudgment interest to the extent allowed in Sections 3287 and 

EXHIBIT. A * t 
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3288 of the California Civil Code because of the directors' 
self-dealing transaction described above. 


26. The aforementioned acts of defendants, BENT CORYDON, 
MARY CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY, were intentional, deliberate, 
willful, wanton, malicious, and oppressive, and amounted to a 
fraud against plaintiffs and each of them. Plaintiffs are 
entitled to recover punitive damages in the amount of seven 
hundred fifty thousand dollars ($750,000). 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

Plaintiffs, and each of them, allege as a Third Cause of 
Action against defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK 
LUTOVSKY Restitution Based on Cancellation of Deed as follows: 

27. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every 
allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 6, Paragraphs 13 
through 19 and Paragraph 23, and incorporate the same by 
reference as through fully set forth herein. 

28. On or about December 21, 1982, plaintiffs MISSION and 
CHURCH notified defendants BENT CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY in 
writing that the transfer of the above described real property 
was null and void. Defendants BENT CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY 
refuse and continue to refuse to restore said real property to 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH. 

29. At present, there is outstanding and presently 
recorded in the Riverside County Recorder's Office Deeds of 
Trust, Grant Deeds and Quitclaim Deeds, attached hereto as 
Exhibits "C" and "C-l," "D" and "D-l," and "E" and "E-l." 

30. Plaintiffs are entitled to an order of this Court 
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declaring that the Deeds of Trust, Grant Deeds and Quitclaim 
Deeds, attached hereto as Exhibits and "C-l," "D" and 
"D-l," and "E" and "E-l" are void, and cancelling them. 

31. Plaintiffs are further entitled to a Writ of 
Possession granting to plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH the right 
of immediate physical possession and control of said real 
property. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

Plaintiff, and each of them, allege as a Fourth Cause of 
Action against defendants BENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON, Quiet 
Title as.follows: 

f 

. 32. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs i through 6, Paragraphs 13 
through 19 and Paragraph 23 above and incorporate them herein 
by reference as though fully set forth. 

33. Plaintiff‘ MISSION is currently the legal owner and 
holds in trust for the benefit of plaintiff CHURCH the real, 
property described in Paragraph 14 above. 

34. Plaintiff MISSION holds title by way of Grant Deeds 
granting plaintiff MISSION fee simple title. . 

35. Plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH were in possession of 
said property within (5) years of the commencement of this 
action. 

36. Plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH.seek to quiet title 
against the claims of defendants BENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON, 
who claim title by Deeds of Trust, Grant Deeds and Quitclaim 
deeds attached hereto as Exhibits "C" and "C-l," "D" and "D-l," 
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and "E"' and "E-l,* which claims are without merit or any right 
whatever and said defendants have no right, title, estate, 
claim or interest in the property described in Paragraph 14 
above or any part thereof. 

. 37. Plaintiffs seek to quiet title as of November 19, 1982. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

Plaintiffs, and each of them, allege as a Fifth Cause of 
Action against defendants, and each of them. Conversion, as 
follows: 

38. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every 
allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 13 above and 
incorporate them herein by reference as though fully set forth. 

39. At all times pertinent to this action, plaintiffs 
MISSION and CHURCH were, and still are, the lawful owners, and 
were, and still are, entitled to possession of certain personal 
property, specifically: All furniture, office equipment, 
offset press and holder. E-meters, books, file cabinets, 
mailing lists, tape recorders, television receivers, 
telephones, and all other items of personal property of every 
kind located in or about the above-described real property of 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH. 

40. On or about November 23, 1982, at Riverside, 

California, the above-mentioned personal property had a 
reasonable value to be proved at the time of trial, but in 
excess of fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000) . 

41. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and therefore 
allege .that defendants, and each of them, without authorization 
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from plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH, did wrongfully take and 
convert to their own use the items of personal property more 
particularly described in Paragraph 39 above. 

i 

42. Upon discovery ;of the wrongful taking and conversion 
by defendants, and each ,of them, plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH 
made oral and written demands of defendants BENT CORYDON and 
MARK LUTOVSKY for the immediate return of the above-mentioned 
property, but defendants failed and refused and continue to 
fail and refuse to return said property to possession and 
control of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH. 

i 

43. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and therefore 
allege that after November 19, 1982 and continuing to the date 
of the filing of this Complaint defendants, and each of them, 
maliciously, intentionally and unlawfully conspired together to 
convert the personal property of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH 
to their own use. 

44. Between the time of conversion of the above-mentioned 
property by defendentsi and each of them, to their own use and 
the filing of this action, plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH have 
employed staff in attempting to determine the extent that said 
personal property has been converted and have further employed 
attorneys and other persons to attempt to regain possession of 
the property, all to plaintiff's further damage in a sum to be 
proved at the time of trial. 

45. The aforementioned acts of defendants, and each of 
them, were intentional, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious 
and oppressive and in: reckless disregard of the rights of 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH. Plaintiffs, and each of them, 
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are therefore entitled to recover punitive damages in an amount 
of one hundred thousand dollars ($100,000). 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

Plaintiffs, and each of them, allege as a sixth Cause of 
Action against defendants, and each of them. Unjust Enrichment 
requiring a Constructive Trust as follows: 

46. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every 
allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 19, Paragraph 23, 
and Paragraphs 39 through 43 above and incorporate them herein 
by reference as though fully set forth. 

47. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and therefore 
allege that defendants, and each of them, acting in concert, 
intend to use the converted personal property and the 
wrongfully acquired real property for their own benefit and 
profit. Because of the conversion of the personal property and 
wrongful acquisition of the real property through breach of 
fiduciary duty by defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and 
MARK LUTOVSKY, as hereinabove alleged, and because defendants, 
and each of them, by this conduct, have been and will be 
unjustly enriched at the expense of plaintiffs MISSION and 
CHURCH, a constructive trust should be impressed upon the 
personal property of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH, their bank 
accounts, and the real property described herein, which real 
property is now being held by defendant BENT CORYDON; and 
defendants, and each of them, should be named as co-trustees on 
behalf of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH. By the terms of said 
constructive trust, defendants, and each of them, should be 
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required to keep safe and maintain the personal and real 
property of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH, any profits that 
defendants;realize should be required to be held for the 

i 

benefit of'plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH, and defendants, and 

each of them, should refrain from any and all liquidations or 

1 

\ 

transfers of any of the personal or real property of plaintiffs 
MISSION and CHURCH. 

I 

SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

Plaintiffs, and each of them, allege as a Seventh Cause of 
Action against defendants, and each of them, for Declaratory 
Relief pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure Section 
1060 as follows: 

48. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every 

allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 19, Paragraph 23, 

and Paragraphs 39 through 43 above and incorporate them herein 

by reference as though fully set forth. 

; * 

49. An actual controversy has arisen and now exists 
between plaintiffs and defendants concerning their respective 
rights and duties in that plaintiffs contend that defendants 
BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY owed to plaintiffs 
MISSION and CHURCH the duties of a fiduciary because of their 
positions 1 as directors of a California non-profit religious 
corporation and further contend that these duties have been 
breached as set forth above, and specifically contend that 
defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON, and MARK LUTOVSKY, 
through corporate self-dealing, did transfer real property 
belonging to plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH to defendant BENT 
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•CORYDON, and defendants, and each of them, have converted to 
their own use personal property of plaintiffs MISSION and 
CHURCH. Defendant BENT CORYDON presently holds by force the 
real property described above, and defendants, and each ;of 
them, are also holding in their possession and under their 
control the items of personal property described in Paragraph 
39 above; and defendants deny all of plaintiffs' above-stated 
contentions. 

50. Plaintiffs desire a judicial determination of their 
rights and duties and a written declaration as to the rights, 
duties and obligations of defendants, and each of them,;'in 
regard to the possession of the personal property described in 
Paragraph 39 above, and, with reference to the Trust Deeds, 
Grant Deeds and Quitclaim Deeds attached hereto as Exhibits "C H 
and "C-l," "D" and "D-l," and "E" and "E-l," and as to Iwhether 
a constructive trust shall be impressed upon the personal 
property, real property and bank accounts of plaintiffs MISSION 
and CHURCH now being held by said defendants. 

51. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate at 
this time under the circumstances in order that plaintiffs 
MISSION and CHURCH may ascertain their rights,and duties in 
regard to the personal property, bank accounts and real 
property, which is essential so that plaintiffs MISSION and 
CHURCH can carry on their religious activities. 

52. On or about November 29, 1982, defendant BENT CORYDON 
caused to be filed with the Secretary of State of the State of 
California Articles of Incorporation of defendant CHURCH OF 
SCIOLOGOS. 
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53. On or about December 9, 1982, defendant BENT CORYDON 
stated that the purported "leaders" of plaintiff MISSION, 
including himself, had "severed" themselves from the Mother 

Church for plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH, and that plaintiff 

I 

MISSION'S Board of Directors had made its decision to "sever" 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH from the Mother Church for 

j 

Missions on November 24, 1982, all of which was contrary to 
plaintiff MISSION'S Articles and Bylaws. 

54. On or about December 9, 1982, defendant BENT CORYDON 
ifalsely stated that the deeds to the real property of 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH were in the hands of defendant 
CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS, which, he stated, included defendants BENT 
CORYDON, MARY CORYDON, MARK LUTOVSKY, DOROTHY A. KOLB, ROBERT 
CHAMBERS, JEFF NICHOLS, and PHILLIP BLACK. 

55. On or about December 22, 1982, defendants purported to 
"merge" plaintiff MISSION into defendant CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS by 
filing documents with the Secretary of State of the State of 
California. A true copy of the purported "merger" document is 
attached hereto as Exhibit "F," and incorporated herein by 
reference as though set forth in full. 

56. An actual controversy has arisen and now exists 
between plaintiffs and defendants concerning their respective 
rights and duties in that plaintiffs contend that defendants 
BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY were not lawful 
directors of plaintiff MISSION at the time the purported 
"merger" agreement. Exhibit "F," was filed with the California 
Secretary of State, that said "merger" agreement was contrary 
to plaintiff MISSION'S Articles and Bylaws, and that said 


mm fc 















■ ^ 

w. . 

? 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


"merger" agreement is null and void; and defendants deny all of 
plaintiffs' above-stated contentions. 

57. Plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH desire a judicial 
determination of their rights and duties and a written 
declaration as to the rights, duties and obligations of 
defendants, and each of them, in regard to the corporate status 
of plaintiff MISSION; and specifically seek a declaration that 
plaintiff MISSION is a valid, existing, separate corporation 
and that the purported "merger" of plaintiff MISSION into 

defendant CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS was null and void. 

. j 

58. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate at 

this time under the circumstances in order that plaintiff 
MISSION may ascertain its rights and duties as a valid, 
existing, separate non-profit religious corporation under the 
law so that plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH' can carry on their 
religious activities in accordance with plaintiff MISSION'S 
Articles and Bylaws. i 

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

59. Plaintiffs, and each.of them, allege as an Eighth 

Cause of Action against defendants, and each-of them, for 
Injunctive Relief- as follows: j 

60. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every 
allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 19, Paragraph 23, 
Paragraphs 39 through 43, and Paragraphs 52 through 55 above 
and incorporate them herein by reference as though fully set 

x 

forth. 

61. Unless preliminarily and permanently enjoined by this 
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Court, defendants, and each of them, will continue their 
illegal and unauthorized possession and control of personal 
property and real property of plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH, 
and there exists no adequate remedy at law. The real property 
is unique because its location is uniquely associated with 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH; the personal property is largely 
unique in character because the religious materials and files 
held by defendants are different as to each individual 
parishioner and monetary damages alone, as a matter of law, 
cannot adequately compensate plaintiffs for the unauthorized 
and illegal seizure of said personal property and the illegal 
transfer of said real property. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs, and each of them, pray for judgment 
as follows: 

* 

AS TO THE FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST BENT CORYDON, MARY 

CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY : 

1. For general damages in the sum of seven hundred fifty 

thousand dollars ($750,000), and special damages according to 
proof at time of trial. " r 

2. For punitive damages in the amount of seven hundred 
fifty thousand dollars ($750,000). 

AS TO THE SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST BENT CORYDON, MARY 

CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY : 

1. For a court order to defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY 
CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY to account for any profits made from 
self-dealing transactions. 

2. For a court order to defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY 
CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY to pay such profits to plaintiffs 
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MISSION and CHURCH. 

3. For a court order to defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY 
CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY to pay to plaintiffs MISSION and 

i 

CHURCH the value of the use of the property while it was 

: 

wrongfully in the possession of said defendants. 

4. For a court order to defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY 
CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY to return the real property 
unlawfully transferred from plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH as a 
result of such self-dealing transactions by way of a 
cancellation of the Trust Deeds, Grant Deeds and Quitclaim 

Deeds, Exhibits "C" and "C-lj" "D" and "D-l," and "E H and 

: 

"E-l." 

5. That defendants BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK 
LUTOVSKY be ordered to pay to :plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH an 
award of prejudgment interest;to the extent allowed in Sections 
3287 and 3288 of the Civil Code. 

6. For punitive damages- in the amount of seven hundred 
fifty thousand dollars ($750,000). 

AS TO THE THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST BENT CORYDON, MARY 

CORYDON and MARK LUTOVSKY ; 

1. For a court order stating that the Deeds of Trust, 
Grant Deeds, and Quitclaim Deeds attached hereto as Exhibits 
"C" and "C-l," "D" and "D-l,": and "E" and "E-l" are void and 
cancelling them. 

2. For a Writ of Possession granting to plaintiffs 
MISSION and CHURCH the right of immediate physical possession 
and control of the real property. 

///// ' 
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AS TO THE FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS : 

1. For a judgment that plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH are 
the owners in fee simple of the property and that defendants 
BENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON have no interest in said property. 

AS TO THE FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS : 

1. For general and special damages according to proof. 

2. For punitive damages in an amount of one hundred 
thousand dollars ($100,000) . 

AS TO THE SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS : 

1. For the impression of a constructive trust upon any 
property of the plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH, including, but 
not limited to, personal property, real property and bank 
accounts. 

AS TO THE SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS : 

1. For a judicial determination of the rights and duties 
of the plaintiffs. 

2. For a declaration as to the rights, duties and 
obligations of defendants, and each of them, in regard to the 
possession of the personal property described in Paragraph 39 
above and with reference to the real property described in 
Paragraph 14 and the Trust Deeds, Grant Deeds’and Quitclaim 
Deeds attached hereto as Exhibits "C" and "C-l," "D" and "D-l," 
and "E" and "E-l." 

3. For a judicial determination of the rights of the 
plaintiffs and the corporate status of plaintiff MISSION. 

4. For a declaration that the purported "merger" of 
plaintiff MISSION into defendant CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS was null 
and void, and that plaintiff MISSION is and continues to be a 
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valid, separate legal entity. 

AS TO THE EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS : 

", i 

1. For a preliminary and permanent injunction against 

defendants, and each of them, enjoining said defendants from 

i 

further transfers of the real and personal property of 
plaintiffs MISSION and CHURCH. 

AS TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION: 

1. For costs of suit incurred herein. 

2. For such other and further relief as the Court may 

deem just and proper. 

| 

i 

i 

DATED: January 11, 1983 

| ROBERT N. HARRIS, 

a Professional Corporation 
j TRABISH & PETERSON 

! 

I BY: /s/ (2o£&eT /V. 

! * ROBERT N. HARRIS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT 

OF 

ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION 


GY. MISSION .QF RIVERSIDE 


INDORSED 

FILED 

in lh« office of the Socreto<7 of Slrt* 
of lha Slot* of Co&onos 

0CT131982. 

MARCH FONG Eli Secret of State: 

By JAMES E. HARRIS 
Deputy 


Lais si on name .) (fyUtjCyy* 

( Jk s/.u *n A6^ '-ydcL-hereby certify: 


(Presiderrfy^ (Secretary) 

1. ‘-^That they are the duly . elected and acting 
President and Secretary of (name) MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 
_, a California Nonprofit Religious Corporation; 

2. That the Articles of Incorporation of this 
Corporation are amended and restated to read*, as stated in 
Exhibit A attached hereto and included herein by this 
reference; 

3. That the aforementioned Restated Articles of 

Incorporation of Church of Scientology Mission of. (name)_ 

RIVERSIDE , consisting of 6 pages, constitutes the full, 
true and correct Restated Articles of Incorporation of said 
Corporation as adopted by unanimous vote of- the Board of 


Trustees on the 4th day of OCTOBER 


1982; and 


dat-e • month • 

4. That, the voting members being those'persons whoj 
from time to time shall serve as the Directors of the j 
corporation, this Restatement is adopted by the Board of j 
Directors/Voting Members. 



President: / 

0IU5CIEN 


CHURCH 


IENTOLOGY MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 
(mission name) 


/9 ■ ,\/~x ei tfrwTrrrv 

'Secretary 1 

CTTHRCTT OF SCIENTOLOGY MTSSTON OF RIVERSIDE _ • j 

(mission name) 

The undersigned declare under penalty of perjury that the 
matters set forth in the foregoing certificate are true .of 
their own knowledge. 


Executed at RIVERSIDE 



California on 4 OCT ,1982. 

(date) 


Secretary / 
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EXHIBIT A 

J RESTATED ARTICLES OP INCORPORATION 

; -OF 

! .CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 


v 


(name) 


\Pursuant to Section 9620 of the California Nonprofit 
Religious Corporation Law (and in accordance with Section 
5819? of the California Corporations Code) and as directed by 
unanimous vote of the Board of Trustees, the Articles of 

! i * • 

Incorporation of (name) CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY MISSION OF RIVE RSIDE 
are hereby amended and restated as follows: 


ARTICLES OP INCORPORATION 
OP 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 
• (name) 

ARTICLE ONE 


5 Name of the Corporation 

The name of the Corporation shall be C HURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
MISSION OF RIVE RSIDE. (name) 


ARTICLE TWO 


Duration of the Corporation 


The duration of the Corporation shall be perpetual. . 
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Restated Articles of Incorporation 

ARTICLE THREE 

Purpose of the Corporation 

This Corporation is a religious corporation and is not 
organized for the private gain of any person. It is 
organized under the . California Nonprofit; Religious 
Corporation t Law primarily and exclusively for religious 

purposes. Its purpose is to espouse, present, propagate, 

-* 

practice,’ ensure, and maintain m the purity and integrity of 
the religion of Scientology, as the same has been developed 

i 

and may be further developed by L.Ron Hubbard; to .the end 
that any person wishing to, and participating in, 
Scientology may derive the greatest possible good of the 
spiritual awareness of his Beingness, Doingness and 
Knowingness. More particularly, the Corporation is formed 
for the purpose of providing a corporate ^organization 
through which and by means of -which the operations and 
activities of the Church, which as a church is subject to 
the ultimate ecclesiastical * authority of Scientology 
Missions International, a Nonprof it • Religious Corporation, 
and its respective successors in ecclesiastical authority, 
may be accomplished. More particularly, the Corporation is 
formed for the accomplishment, without limitation, of the 
following more specific purposes:- * j 

a. To serve as a 1 means of promulgating and 

administering the religious faith of Scientology; and 

b. To regulate and conduct religious services, 
including worship, for its parishioners; and 

c. - To conduct religious and educational activities of 
various kinds; and 

d. ' To foster and enhance the spiritual welfare of its 
followers. 


' v 
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^Restated Articles of Incorporation 
' ARTICLE POUR 

Pover of the Corporation and Limitations Thereon 

In the conduct of its activities and the accomplishment 
of its purposes, the Corporation shall have, shall enjoy, 
and may exercise, to their fullest extent, all powers which 
Nonprofit Religious Corporations are permitted by law to 
have and to enjoy? PROVIDED HOWEVER, that: 

- • 

a. The property of the Corporation is irrevocably 
dedicated to' religious purposes, meeting the requirements 
for exemption provided by. Section 214 of the Revenue and 
Taxation Code, and no part of the income or assets of the 
Corporation shall ever inure to the benefit of any private 
party or individual? and. 

b. No substantial part of the activities, of the 
Corporation shall be devoted to attempts to influence 
legislation, by propaganda or otherwise, and the Corporation 
shall not participate or intervene, directly or indirectly, 
in any political campaign on behalf of or in opposition to 
any candidate for public office? and* 

c. The Corporation shall not carry on any activities 
not permitted to be carried on by an organization exempt 
from federal income tax under Section 501(c)(3) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, or- successor statutes of 
similar import, nor shall the Corporation carry on any 
activities not permitted to be carried on by ah organization 
exempt from California tax under Section 23701(d) of the 
Revenue and Taxation Code, as amended. 
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Restated Articles of Incorporation 

d. • £he Corporation shall not: carry on any activities 
not permitted to be carried on by a Corporation described in 
Section 170(c)(2), contributions to which are deductible 

i 

under Section 170(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, 

• . » 

or successor statutes of similar import. ■ 


ARTICLE FIVE: 


Initial Registered'Agent 




The Corporations initial registered agent, at the 
address, of its registered office is omitted in this 
Restatement as required by Section 5819 of the Corporations 
Code. . • . • 

ARTICLE SIX 

• _ “ . 1 

i 

Number, Names and Addresses of 
Initial^Directors of the Corporation 

The number of Directors constituting the Corporation's. 
Board of Directors shall be three (3). The names and 
addresses of the persons who l are to serve as the 
Corporation's initial Directors I are omitted in this- 
Restatement as required by Section -5819 of * the Corporations 
Code. ’ 


ARTICLE SEVEN 


No Members of the Corporation 


This Corporation shall have no members. 
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•Restated Articles of Incorporation 

ARTICLE EIGHT 

Disposition of the Corporation*s'Assets 

Upon Dissolution 

In keeping with the religious purposes to which the 
Corporation's property is irrevocably dedicated, upon the 
winding up -and dissolution of the Corporation, and after 
payment of, or adequate provision is made for, its- debts and 
obligations, the Corporation's remaining assets shall be 
distributed to one or more nonprofit funds, foundations, 
trusts or corporations which are organized and operated 
exclusively for religious • purposes, and which have 
established or are entitled to receive tax exempt status 
under Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954, or successor statutes of similar import, and which 
would then meet the requirements for exemption provided by 
Section 214 of the California Revenue and Taxation Code, as 
amended. 

ARTICLE NIKE 

Amendment of the Corporation’s .. 

Articles of Incorporation ’ 

Notwithstanding’ any* provision of the law permitting * 
their amendment upon the affirmative act of less than all of 
the • Corporation's incumbent Directors, the Articles .of • 
Incorporation of this Corporation may -be amended only upon 
both the unanimous act of the Mission Holder (as defined in 
the Bylaws) and the unanimous vote of the Directors of the 
Corporation then incumbent. 


ft 
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&Restated Articles of Incorporation 


* Authority to Adopt This Restatement 

i * * 

• Pursuant to Article; jQ. of the Original Articles of 

■ ' \ 

Incorporation, and as there are no members entitled to vote, 

! 

the Board of Trustees alone is entitled to adopt these 
Restated Articles of Incorporation amending the Original 
Articles of Incorporation, and no approval of any other 
person or persons is required. 


***** 
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i 
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BYLAWS 

OF 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 


(mission name) 


(A Nonprofit Religious Corporation formed and operated 
pursuant to the laws of the State of California) 


PREAMBLE 


The (name) MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 


(hereinafter referred to as 


"the Corporation"), an association of persons having incorporated exclusively far 
religious purposes under the laws of the State of California as the same relate 
to nonprofit religious corporations, does by these Bylaws prescribe the manner in 
which and the officers and agents by whom such purposes shall be accomplished. 


ARTICLE X 


The Church 


The Corporation shall accomplish its purposes through and by means of the 

operations and activities of a church known as the " MISSION OF _ 

RIVERSIDE _* and hereinafter referred to as "the Church". 

* 

• The Church is and shall be one of the many churches within and without 
the United States which have been and will be organized for the purposes of 
religion of Scientology, all bound together as elements of one international 
hierarchical church by voluntary and self, determined agreement upon 
adherence to the following; 

1- The goals, tenets, doctrines, codes. Creed, p olicies and practices set 
forth in the Scriptures (as hereinafter defined); and 
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Bylaws of the church 

2. Recognition of the ecclesiastical authority of the hierarchy of the 
Mother Church for Missions; and 

3. . Governance in ecclesiastical matters by said hierarchy. 

The Directors, Officers and agents of the Corporation shall be bound by 
and shall observe the foregoing to the end that the operations and activities of 
this Corporation • shall support and maintain the Church as a church of 
Scientology in' good standing- with the Mother Church for Missions; subjact, 
however, at all times and in every. respect to the paramount requirement of 
observance of and compliance with all applicable laws, and the provisions of the 
Articles and of these Bylaws. 


ARTICLE H 
D eflmtio p of Terms 

As they are used in these Bylaws: 

a. "Articles’* shall mean the Articles of Incorporation of this Corporation 

filed on 4 Oct 1982 , as may be amended from time to time. 

(date) 

b. "Bylaws" shall mean the code of rules prescribed herein, which are 
subordinate in authority to the Corporation's Articles and which are to be used, 
adopted and recognized for the regulation and management of ’the affairs of the 
Corporation. 

c. "Religion of Scientology" and "Scientology" shall mean the reli gi ous 
doctrines,' beliefs, tenets, practices, applied religious philosophy and technology 
for its application' as developed by L. Ron Hubbard and' as the same may 
hereafter be developed by L. Ron Hubbard. 
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Byla ws of the 


church 


d. "Scriptures" shall mean the writings and recorded spoken words of L. 
Ron Hubbard with respect to Scientology and organizations formed for the 
purposes thereof. 


e. "Mother Church for Missions" and "hierarchy of the Mother Church 

■ i 

for Missions" shall mean the ecclesiastical hierarchy presently organized and 
operating under the aegis of Scientology Missions International* a Nonprofit 

I 

R eligi ous Corporation, and its respective successors in ecclesiastical authority, 
and shall not mean or be construed to mean or refer to said Non pr ofit Religious 
Corporation. ■ 

• • 

£. "Mission Holder" shall mean that individual entrusted by the Mother 
Church for Missions and the Church with the communication and dissemination of 
foe Scriptures to this Church for foe ' Parish and foe handling of all j other 
matters. / 


g. "Parish" shall mean that geographical area far which this Church has 
been Chartered by the Mother Church for Missions and foe population thereof 

h. "Notice" shall mean written notice actually received by the prescribed 
recipient not less that three (3) days prior to foe event of which notice is 
given, w rit te n notice actually delivered to the prescribed recipient not less than 
three (3) days prior to foe event of which notice is given, or written notice 
mailed to foe prescribed recipient of foe notice, by first class m ail, ’not less 
than five (5) days prior to foe event of which notice is given. 

i. . "Mailed" shall mean deposited in the United* States mail, postage 
prepaid, addressed according to the records of foe Corporation. 

i Unless the context in which they are used clearly requires . otherwise, 
terms denoting number shall include both foe singular and foe plural,: and terms 
denoting gender shall include all of the masculine, foe feminine, and foe neuter. 

























Bylaws of the church 

ARTICLE nr 

I 

. * . 

. i 9 

Purposes 

! ' 

i The Corporation shall espouse, present, propagate, practice, ensure and 

f • 

maintain the purity and integrity of the religion of Scientology, as the same has 
been developed and may be further developed by L. Ron Hubbard to the end 
that any person desiring participation, or participating, in Scientology may derive 
the greatest possible good of increased awareness as an immortal spirit 

t 

I It is the belief of the Church that Scientology is the organization of the 
fundamentals of existence into axioms and workable technologies in the tradition 
of ithe exact sciences for resolving problems of life and thought and for the 
freedom of the human spirit That he who asks a question is closest to the 
answer, that every question contains its own answer, and further that every 
problem contains its own solution, and that the technologies of Scientology are 
of; such a nature that a person with a question or a problem may be spiritually 
assisted or guided to the end that the person is able to answer his own 
questions and resolve his own problems. Scientology Technology is a body of 
truths and methods of application, developed by L. Ron Hubbard from his 
observations and research, which, when correctly applied can reveal the scul of 
man, extend his knowlege of the Infinite Being to him, and make known what is 
know able about Gcd. 

Believing that man's best evidence of God is the God he finds within 
himself, and trusting with enduring faith that the Author of the Universe 
intended life to thrive- within it, the Corporation is founded with the following 
general goals: 

a. Establishment of a religious body and entity in its Parish to promote, 
protect, administer and encourage the religion of Scientology and its goals; • 

h. Foundation, construction and use of a church, establishments, tutorial 
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schools, parsonages, centers of training and other centers in its Parish, fear the 

teaching, dissemination and administration of the religion of Scientology, which 

- i 

aspires to the religious and ethical guidance and improvement of the individual 
character, and also to better and clarify the human spirit? ;■ 

i 

i 

: i 

c. Publication and distribution of religious literature and other sectarian 
aids in order to propagate and disseminate Scientology; j 


d. Establishment of religious cultural centers; and 

; *♦ 

e. Minister to the spiritual needs of the parishioners and congregants of 
the Church through the conduct of services, both group and individual. 


ARTICLE 37 


Creed 


The Church subscribes, and its object is and purposes are that all of 
Mankind may subscribe to and practice the fallowing Creeds 


We of the Church believes 

That all men of whatever race, color or creed were created with equal rights. 
That all men have inalienable rights to their own religious practices and their , 
performance. 

That all men have inalienable rights to their own lives. 

That all men have inalienable rights to their sanity. 

That all men have inalienable rights to their own defense. ? 

■ That all men have inalienable rights to conceive, choose, assist and support their 
own organizations, churches and governments. 

That all men have inalienable rights to think freely, to talk freely, to write 
freely their own opinions and to counter or utter or write upon the opinions of 
others. j 

That all men have inalienable rights to the creation of their own kind. 

That the souls of men have the rights of men. 

That the study of the mind and the healing of mentally caused ills should not be 
alienated from religion or condoned in nonreligicus fields. • . 

And that no agency 1«=^ than God has the power to suspend or set aside these 
rights, overtly or covertly. * • 
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Aid we of the Church believe: 

That man is basically good. 

That he is seeking to survive. 

That his survived depends upon himself and upon his fellows, and his attainment 
of brotherhood with the Universe. 

And we of the Church believe that the laws of God for bad Haze 
To destroy his own kind 
To destroy the sanity of another 
To destroy or enslave another's soul 

To destroy or reduce the survival of one's companions or one's greup. 

And we of the Church believe: 

That the spirit can be saved and ’• 

That the spirit alone may save or heal the body. 


• ARTICLE V 


He m h»=»r^Hp 

Section 1. Classification. The Corp o r a tion shall have no members. It 
shall instead have parishioners who shall not be entitled to vote. 

Section 2. Purpose of Affiliation. The Church believes that a person 
participating in the spiritual exercises of the Church may profit to such an 
extent that the person may become aware of his spiritual nature, capable of self 
determination, self discipline and a realization of his creative abilities? thus 
ordinary problems of life should be easily resolved or be of little or no 
concern. * Therefore, such a person would be better able to contribute to the 
welfare of his fellow man, Society and the Nation. Such a state of Beingness 

of Mankind is the goal of the Church. 

• 

The Church further believes that man's attainment of advanced levels of 
rfa«l ’ awareness frees the spirit from the mind and body giving the spirit • 
immortality. This in turn will increase life and livingness while diminishing the 
influence of death or death like factors which act as stops and distractions to 
life. 
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During the term of affiliation with the Church, the parishioners shall agree 
to abide by the Scriptures, especially the Creed, Auditor's Code and the 
Scientology Code of Honcc 


ARTICLE YE 

Mission Holder 


Section 1» Purpose. The Mission Holder shall be designated by the Board 
of Directors to liaise with the Mother Church for Missions. The Mission Holder 
is, and shall at all times be, the most senior ecclesiastical authority of the 
Church and shall govern at all times in matters ecdesiasticaL In ad ditio n the 
Mission Holder shad annually select and appoint Directors, which (including those 
duties described in Article VH herein) shall be his scle secular duty. 


Section 2. 


A Mission Holder shall possess and continue to 


possess the following 


a. Wed-versed in the Scriptures? 

b. Wed-versed in the Scientology Ethics and Justice System? 

c. Jn Good Standing (as that term is defined in the Scriptures) with the r 
Mother Church for Missions. 


Section 3. Death, Resignation or Disqualification. 

2h the event the Mission Holder dies, resigns or becomes disqualified far failure 
to continue to meet the qualifications set forth in Section 2 of this Article VL 
the post of Mission Holder shad be filled by the next most se n io r ecclesiastical 
post in the Church. Should the vacancy not be filled within ten CLO) days of iis 
occurrence, then such post shad be filled by the senior ecclesiastical pest in the 
Mother Church for Missions. 


EXHIBIT A 


Page 7 




















‘Bylaws of the church 


ARTICLE VH 

Board of Directors 

Section 1. Function and' Authority of the Board. 

a. Generally. The activities and affairs of the Corporation, as 
distinguished from the ecclesiastical affairs of the Church, shall be managed and 
conducted, and .all corporate powers ^iall be exercised, by or under the 
direction of a Board of Directors ("Board"), consisting of ^three (3) natural 
persons. The authorized number of Directors may be changed by a bylaw 
amending this Section 1(a) duly adopted by the unanimous vote of -the then 
authorized Director, or Directors. The Board in general shall have all applicable 
powers conferred, permitted, or authorized by law as directors of a nonprofit 
religious corporation, including the power to purchase, lease, encumber by 
mortgage or deed of trust, sell, pledge and convey property of the Corporation, 
and to borrow finds for the use and benefit of the Corporation. The Board 
shall have access at all times to the bocks and records of the Corporation. 

b. Particular Functions. More particularly, and without' limiting’ its 
power and authority in general, the Board .may, in its sole discretions 

L Borrow money • and incur indebtedness on behalf of the 
Corporation, and cause to be executed and delivered therefor, in the 
corporate name, promissory notes, bonds, debentures, deeds of trusts, 
mortgages, pledges, hypothecations, or other evidences of debt and 
securities therefor; •’ 

ii. Make and perform such contra cts as are necessary or convenient 
to attain or further the purposes and objects of the Corporation, as set 
forth in the Articles and in these Bylaws; 

iii. Delegate to the -Corporation's officers, or to other agents, 
regular and special duties of the Board, the delegation of which is 
permitted by law and consistent with the Articles? 

iv. P ublis h and disseminate books, periodicals, pamphlets, tracts, 
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sermons, films, tapes and pictures in furtherance of the purposes of the 
Corporation; and 

. v. Change the ; principal office of the Corporation from one 
location to another within its Parish, and establish and locate subsidiary 
offices of the Corporation within its Parish. 

i 

c. Special Duty of the Board. It shall be a special duty of the Board 
to assure: 


i. That no part of the net earnings of the Corporation inures to 


the benefit of any person; 


-i 


ii. That no substantial part of the activities of the Corporation are 

directed to influencing; legislation by propaganda or otherwise; 


iiL That the Corporation and its agents refrain from participation 
or intervention in any political campaign on behalf of or in opposition to 
any candidate far public office; 


iv. That the property, assets and net income of the Corporation 
remain irrevocably dedicated to charitable and religious proposes; and 


v. That, upon; the dissolution or winding up of the Corporation, its 
assets remaining after payment of or provisions fear payment of all debts 
and liabilities of the Corporation are distributed to a nonprofit fund, 
foundation, or corporation which is organized and operated primarily and 


exclusively far charitable and religious purposes, and which is exempt from 


general income taxation as an organization described in Section 501(c)(3) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended and Section 23701(d) -of 
the Revenue and Taxation code, as amended. 

Section 2. Selection and Tenure of Directors 


a. Selection. Directors shall be selected annually try the Mission 


Holder. The Mission Holder shall fill all vacancies on the Board. A Director 
shall hold office for one year or until his successor is selected by the Mission 
Holder. A Director may serve a number of consecutive terms. 


b. Compensation. A Director shall receive no compensation for his 
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service as a Director, but shall be entitled to reimbursement for expenses ; 
incurred on behalf of the Corporation,' whether or not such expenses are • 
incurred in his capacity as a Director.. .* ; 

. • * • i 

' ' . i 

c. Qualifications. In order to serve as a Director and in order to I 
continue to serve as a Director, each Director shall be a person who possesses j 
and continues to possess the following qualities and attributes. ‘ That is to say, .! 
a person may serve and continue to serve 'as a Director only so long as he is j 
and remains: , { 

i. Well-versed in the Scriptures? ' _ 

ii. WeU-veised in the Scientology Ethics and Justice system; j 

iii. In Good Standing with the Mother Church far Missions; and 

iv. Has attained the age of maprity. ! 

j 

• 1 

d. Removal . Upon affirmative action of the Mission Holder, a director \ 
may be removed on the following grounds: 

L • Failure to continue to meet the qualifications set forth ini 
subparagraphs CD through (iii) of subsection (c) above? j 

ii. Failure to exercise the duties of a Director in pursuance of the; 
goals, aims and purposes of the Corporation, the Church and: 
Scientology, as set forth in Articles I through IV of these Bylaws. 

Section 3. Meetings of Directors . 

a. Call of Special Meetings. Special meetings of the Board may be 

called by any Director or by the President. , . ’ 

b. Notice. Notice of all special meetings of the Board, or of an- annual 

meeting to be held at a time or place other than a time or place fixed by 
resolution of the Board, shall be given to each Director. # 

c. Waiver of Notice. Transactions of any meeting of the Board,’ 
however called , however noticed, and wherever held, are as valid as thaigh 
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adopted at a meeting duly held after regular call and notice if a quorum is 

present and if, either before or after the meeting, each Director not present 

* 

signs a written waiver of notice and consent to the holding of such meeting. A 
Director shall be deemed to have waived notice and consented to the holding of 
a meeting if he votes to approve the minutes thereof or signs a copy of the 
minutes. AH such waivers or consents shall be filed with the minutes of 
meetings of the Board. Notice of a meeting shall also be deemed given to any 
Director who attends a meeting without protesting, before or at its 

commencement, the Jack of proper notice to him. 

? 

• t 

cL Quorum. A majority of the Directors authorized shall constitute a 
quorum of the Board for transaction of business or far taking .of action which 
may be taken 1 with less than unanimous consent of all Directory 

I 

e. Adpumment . A majority of the Directors present, whether or not a 
quorum is present, may adpum any Board meeting to another time and place. 
Notice of the time and place of holding an adpumed meeting need not be given 
to absent Directors if the time and place be fixed at the meeting adpumed. 

| 

f. Regular, Annual and Special Meetings. Meetings of the Board shall 

be held no less often than ainuaHy. Meetings designated as annual meetings 
shall be held in the month of June of each year. Meetings other than annual 
meetings shall be called regular meetings or special meetings, The time and 
place of annual meetings may be fixed by unanimous resolution of the Board 
and, once so fixed, shall not be subject to the notice requirements of subsection 
<b>- ] : 

g. Use of Conference Telephones The Board may meet through the use 
of conference telephone facilities or similar communication equipment, so long as 
all those participating in the meeting can hear and address one another. 

h. '■ Action without a Meeting. Any action required or permitted to 
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be. taken by the Board may be taken without a meeting if each Director 
consents in writing to that action. Such action by written consent shall have the 
same force ' and effect as a unanimous vote of the full Board. ; Such written 
consent or consents shall be filed with the minutes of the .meetings of the Board. 

I 

i 

i • • . 

ARTICLE VIE | 

• • * * 

, ' Officers of the Corporation 

• • * V i 

Section 1. Required Officers. * Officers of the Corporation, as 
distinguished from ecclesiastical posts, shall be elected by majority vote of the 
Board, and shall include a Present, a Secretary, and -a Treasurer, each of 
whom shall serve at the pleasure of the Board.. Each of said;offices raay.be 
held by a person who is also a Director. The Board may elect the same person 
to the offices of Secretary and Treasurer. Neither the Secretary nor the 
Treasurer shall concurrently serve as President of the Corportiort 

• • * . l 

Section 2. Optional Officers. The Board may elect one or more 
Vice-Presidents, and one or more Assistant Secretaries and Assistant Treasurers 
and such other subordinate officers as the Board shall from time to time deem- 
appropriate. ' ! 


Section 3. Duties of Officers. 

a. The President shall have general supervisory respo ns ib ility for. the 
business affairs of the Corporation. In addition, he shall perform all other acts 
and duti e s which the Board shall direct. The President shall be the Chief 
Executive Officer of the Corporation, to whom other officers and their agents 
shall report and be responsible for the proper .performance of their duties, • 


• h. . The Vice-Pr^^ent; if any, shall carry cut such duties on behalf of 
the Corporation as may be assigned to him by the Board or by the President. 
In the absence or disability of the President, the •; duties of the 
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President shall be discharged by the Vice-President.' 

i 

| c. The Treasurer shaH be the Chief Financial Officer of the Corporation 
and shall have custody of its corporate funds, books and financial records. The 
j Treasurer shall have authority to receive and accept money, collect debts, open 
I bank accounts, and make disbursements in the name of the Corporation. The 
; Treasurer shall keep or cause to be kept proper books of account reflecting all 

i 

; business done by the Corporation and of all monies received and disbursed, and 

i 

' shall prepare or cause to be prepared financial statements at the request of the 
1 Board. The Treasurer shall deposit all money and other valuables in the name 
and to the credit of the Corporation, * with such depositories as may be 
designated by the Board. The Treasurer shall disburse funds of the Corporation 
at the direction of the Board. The Treasurer shall, whenever requested to do 
so by the President or Board, account for all transactions engaged in or 
authorized by him as Treasurer. - 

d. The Assistant Treasurer, if any, shall cany out such duties on behalf 
of the Corporation as may be assigned or delegated to him by the Baord, by the 
President, or by the Treasurer: In the absence or disability of the Treasurer, 
the Assistant Treasurer shall discharge the duties of the Treasurer: 

e. The Secretary shall keep or cause to be kept a book of minutes of 
all meetings of the Board and of the meetings of any committee fee which the 
Board requires that minutes be kept The Secretary ^iaU keep or cause to be 

>. kept, at the principal office of the Corp o ra ti on, a copy of these Bylaws. The 
Secretary shall keep the seal of the Corporation and shall attest aU certificates 
or other legal documents requiring certification on behalf of the Corporation. 
The Secretary shall record all actions of the Mission Holder taken in regards to 
the Board as described in these Bylaws. 

f. The Assistant Secretary, if any, shall cany out such duties on behalf 
• of the Corporation as may be assigned or delegated to him by the Board, by the 

President, or by the Secretary. In the absence or d isability of the Secretary, 
the Assistant Secretary shall discharge the duties of the Secretary. 


■> 
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Section 4. Execution of Contracts. Contracts, instruments of conveyance 
or encumbrance, or other' obligations of the corporation may be executed and 
delivered • on behalf of the Corporation by any j two (2) officers of the 

i 

Corporation unless the Board provides otherwise by resolution. 


ARTICLE IX 


Liability of Di r ec t o rs and O f fi cers 

. ^ « • t 

Directors, Officers, and other agents of the Corporation, euid the property 
of such persons, shall not be subject to or chargeable with payment of 
Corporation debts or obligations. * 


ARTICLE X 


Ministers and Affiliation 


Section L Code of Conduct. This Church shall ask and require from its 
ordained ministers - conformity with the following minister's cede (known as the 
Scientology Auditor's Code)/ relating' to the spiritual ministration to, and . 
guidance of, all parishioners and confessants; *. 

I HEREBY PROMISE AS AN AUDITOR TO FOLLOW THE AUDITOR'S 
CODE. • . 

* I, I promise not to evaluate for the prediear or tall him what he 

should think about his case in session . * 

2. I promise not to invalidate the precLear's case or gains in or 

out of session . - ’ * 

3. I promise to administer only Standard Tech to a preclear in the 

standard way. | 

4. I promise to keep all auditing appointments once made. . -- 

• 5. I promise not to process a preclear who has not had sufficient 
rest and who is physically tired. 

6. I promise not to process a preclear who is improperly fed or 

hungry. . 

7. I promise not to permit a frequent change of auditors. * 
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8. I promise not to sympathize with a predear but to be effective. 

9. I promise not to let the preclear end session on his own 
determinism but to finish off these cycles I have begun. 

10. I promise never to walk off from a preclear in session, 

LL I promise never to get angry with a predear in session. 

12. I promise to run every mapr case action to a floating needle. 

13. I promise never to run any one action beyond its floating needle. 

14. I promise to grant beingness to the predear in session. 

15. I promise not to mix the processes of Scientology with other 
p ractices except when the predear is physically ill and only medical means 
will serve. 

16. I promise to maintain communication with the predear and not 
to cut his comm or permit him to overrun in session. 

17. I promise not to enter comments, expressions or enturbulence 
into a session that distract a predear from his case. 

18. I promise to continue to' give the predear the process or 
auditing command when needed in the session. 

. 19. I promise not to let a predear run a wrongly understood 


command. 


20. I promise not to explain, justify or make excuses in session far 
any auditor mistakes whether real or imagined. 

21. I promise to estimate the current case state of a predear only 
by Standard Case Supervision data and not to diverge because of- rome 
imagined difference in the case. 

22. X promise never to use the secrets of a predear divulged in 
session for punishment or personal gain. 

23. I promise to never falsify work-sheets of sessions. 

24. I promise to see that any donation received for processing is 
refunded following the policies of the Claims Verification Board, if the 
predear is dissatisfied and demands it within three months after 
processing, the only condition being that he may not 'again be processed car 
trained. 

25. I promise not to advocate Dianetics or Scientology only to cure 
illness or only to treat the insane, knowing well they were intended for 
spiritual gain. 

26. I promise to cooperate folly with the authorized organizations 
of Dianetics and Scientology in safeguarding the ethical use and practice 
of those subpets. 

27. I promise to refuse to permit any being to be physically injured, 
violently damaged, operated on or killed in the name of "mental treatment". 

28. I promise not to permit sexual liberties or violations of patients. 

29. I promise to refuse to admit to the ranks of p r ac titio ners any 
being who is insane. 

Section 2. Terminations. Affiliation with the Church, certifications, or 
other special dispensations, or recognitions, shall terminate, by direction of the 
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Board, for the following causes 

/ 

a. Death, 

h. Resignation, / 

c. Actions deemed contrary; to the princi p les, purposes, aims, cede, 
ecclesiastical letters, policies, covenants, agreements, the Bylaws of this 

Corporation and Scientology. I 

> 

i 

Section 3. Return of Property; Upon any termination, pursuant to Section 
2 of this Article X, then the person whose status has been terminated shall be 
required immediately to return to the Corporation or Church any and all real 
and personal property issued to such person by this Corporation or Church. 


Section 4. Discretion of : the Board. Pursuant to the Scriptures, 
particularly the Ethics and Justice system of Scientology, affiliation may be 
denied or revoked for cause deemed to be sufficient by the Board in their sale 
discretion. 


ARTICLE XI 


Principal Office 


The Corporation's principal office shall be located at such place, within 
the State of California and within the Church's Parish, as a majority of the 
Board may, in its discretion, determine from time to time. 


ARTICLE X3L 


Seal 


The Corporation shall have a seal, the farm of which shall be determined 
and adopted by the Board. 
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Unless otherwise provided in these Bylaws, these Bylaws may be amended 
or repealed and new Bylaws adopted by unanimous vote of the Board; provided 
that amended Bylaws or new Bylaws do not jeopardize the tax-exempt status of 
this Corporation, do not alter the purposes of this Corportion or the 
qualifications required of its Directors, and do not contravene the Scriptures. 

- i 

t 

CERTIEICATIQH 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify: ‘ 

b That we are the Directors of (name ) MISSION OF RIVERSIDE , a 
non profit religious corporation incorporated under the laws of the State of 
California? and 


2. That the foregoing Bylaws constitute the Bylaws of said Corporation, 
as duly adopted at a meeting of the Directors of said Corporation, held on 

file 4 th d ay of OCTOBER _, 1982. 

(day) (month) 
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EXHIBIT "A" 

In the City of Riverside, Count? ef Riverside, State of California, and 
described as follows: 

Cccaenelsg at the Southeast corner of Block 7, Vance A, as shown V? Pap 
of the :aa or V1TCRSIEE, recorded in Bock 7, pace 17 of haps, records of 
Saa Bernardino Count?, California: 

Thence Westerly alone the !Cortherly line of rnlversity Avenue (formerly 
Eight Street), 109 feet; 

Thence at a right angle Northerly and parallel vith the Westerly line of 
Lecce Street, 50 feet; 

Thence at a right angle Westerly and parallel with the Northerly lisa of 
University Avenue (forcerly Eight Street), 56 feet; 

Thence at a right angle Sortberl? and parallel vith toe Westerly lice of 
Lecce Street, SO feet; 

Thence at a right angle Easterly and parallel vith the Kortherly line of 
Tnlversity Avenue (forcerly Eight Street), 165 feet to the Westerly line 
of Lceon Street; 

Thenre Southerly along the Westerly line of Leeon Street, 130 feet to Che 
point of beginning. * 
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EXHIBIT "1" 

7bls Is *n All Inclusive Peed of Trust securing s Hoes for $llO,COO.«X> 
yruj is subject sad subordinate to: 

A First Teed of Trust now of record securing s Note In favor of Harold 
v. FagJn and Matilda Acne Begin, husband und wife as joint tenants, 
with an impald principal balance pi. approximately *38,000.00. 

Should the within Beneficiary default in payment of any obligation or 
breach any covenant of any prior encumbrances to which this Peed of 
Trust Is subject and subordinate, the Trustor herein nay eaka said payments. 
Including lace charges, penalties and/or advances direct to the Beneficiary 
thereof. In the eveet the Beneficiary hereunder. his heirs, or assign, 
have filed bankruptcy. Trustor cay cake ill payaents due hereunder direct • 
to the holJer(s) of prior encurhrsnce(s) and any and all payments so nada 
shall be credited against the installments due on the noce(s) secured 
hereby. 

Beneficiary agrees that In tha event of foreclosure of this All Inclusive 
Peed of Trust, he shell at the Trustee’s sale bid an asount representing 
the accunt then due upon the obligation or ‘'bllgatloos. Including late 
charges, penalties and/or advances, scoured hereby, less the then actual 
total balance due upon any obligation^), Including late charges, penalties 
end/or advances, secured by any end ell Ceeds of Trust having priority over 1 
this All Inclusive Peed of Trust end covering the within described real - < 
property or any portion thereof, plus any advances or other dlsbura..Bent(s) 
which Beneficiary, his successors ar assigns, nay*by lav be permitted to 
Include In this bid. After Issuance of .a Trustee’s Peed, by reason of a 
foreclosure action Instituted on this Seed of Trust, all covenants end 
agreements contained In this All Inclusive language shill cease as between 
the parties hereto.' 
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SAYRE, MORENO, PURCELL & BOUCHER 
10866 Wilshire Boulevard, Fourth Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90024 
(213) 475-0505 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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w RIVERSIDE COUPfTY - 

SEP 22 iPfiP* 

WILLIAM £. CONERLY, Clerk 
'T / w Deputy 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF RIVERSIDE 
et al. , 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

BENT CORYDON et al., 

Defendants. 


BRENT CORYDON; MARY CORYDON; MARK LUTOVSKY; 
PHIL BLACK; MARC CHACON; CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS, 


Cross-Complainants, 


v. 


) CASE NO. 154 129 

) 

) 

) 

) 


CHRUCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, a Cali¬ 
fornia corporation; CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, 
MISSION OF RIVERSIDE, a corporation; MISSION 
OF RIVERSIDE, a unincorporated association; 
SCIENTOLOGY MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, a corpor¬ 
ation; GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, an association; 
RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER, a corporation; ? 
MISSION OFFICE WORLD WIDE; CHURCH OF SCIEN-' 
TOLOGY INTERNATIONAL; HEBER JENTZCH; FREDDY 
ULLAN; TOM STEINER; CATHY STEINER; ED LANCE; 
TIM CAMPBELL; L. RON HUBBARD; KATHY HEARD; 


) 
) 

EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT OF CALIFOR- ) 
NIA, a state agency; INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL ) 
POLICE, an association; CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 
OF LOS ANGELES, California corporation; MARY ) 
ANN LANGENFELD; GEROLD W. LANGENFELD; CHURCH ) 
OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF BUENAVENTURA, a ) 
corporation; CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF) 
SUNNYSLOPE, a corporation; CHURCH OF SCIENTO- ) 
LOGY, FLAG SERVICE ORGANIZATION; UNITED STATES) 
MISSION OFFICE; BRAD BALLENTINE; KEN HOLDEN; ) 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY TECHNOLOGY; and DOES 1 ) 

through 100, inclusive, ) 

) 
) 


SECOND AMENDED 

CROSS-COMPLAINT 

FOR; 


) 1. MONEY OWED; 

) 2 . FRAUD; 

) 3. OPEN BOOK AC- 

) COUNT; 

) 4. DECLARATORY 

’) RELIEF — IN- 

) DEMNITY; 

) 5. CONVERSION; 

) 6 * BREACH OF FI- 

) DUCIARY DUTY; 

) 7. BREACH OF CON- 

) TRACT; 

) 8. SLANDER; 

9. INTENTIONAL 
INFLICTION OF 
EMOTIONAL DIS¬ 
TRESS ; 

) 10. INTERFERENCE 
WITH BUSINESS 
BATTERY 


Cross-Defendants, 


CxllT 


- 1 - 


EXHIBIT B 










COME NOW CROSS-COMPLAINANTS CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS (hereinafter 
referred to as SCIOLOGOS) , 3ENT COREDON, MARY CORYDON, MARX 

LUTOVSKY, PHIL 3LACE, MARCH CHACON who plead the herein CROSS¬ 
COMPLAINT against the following CROSS-DEFENDANTS who shall 
hereinafter be referred to as Indicated In parentheses: 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, a California 
Corporation 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, .MISSION OF RIVERSIDE, a California 
Corporation (MISSION) ' . . :v 

MISSION OF RIVERSIDE, an unincorporated association 
(ASSOCIATION) 

SCIENTOLOGY MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL,'a Corporation (SMI) " • 

GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, an association 


. RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER, a Corporation {RTC) 


-"mission office world wide, (moww) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, (CSI) ' 


.HESER JENTZCH 

■ 

FREDDY ULLAN ' • • 


"TOM STEINER " 

' CATHY STEINER 


•V^ifm^'LANcs 


-'"'“■V Tim’Campbell \Vl? .. ■' v'-v" 

•_/. . i-' •. 

KATHY HEARD 



L. RON HUBBARD - sued now as the Estate of L. RON HUBBARD 
•EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA,-.a state • 
agency "... * ' '' v r : ~ r . .*• 

INTERNATIONAL FINANCE POLICE, an Association ' : V*^ 7 *?/* -• 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS ANGELES, a California 
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1 

Corporation 

2 

CHURCH as* SCIENTOLOGY FLAG SERVICE ORGANIZATION (FLAG) 

3 

UNITED STATES MISSION OFFICE (USMQ) 

4 

MART ANN LANGENFSLD 

5 

GEROLD W. LANGENFELD 

6 

CHURCH 07 SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION 07 3UENAVENTURA, a 

7 

Corporation 

8 

. n. . 

CHURCH 07 SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION 07 SUNNYSLOPE, a Corporation 

• 9 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY TECHNOLOGY (COST) 

10 

- " .•'•'FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION . • . * . ■ 

11 

COMMON COUNT (MONEY OWED) 

- 12 

BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDONMARK LUTOVSKY, V. ..MISSION, 

13 

ASSOCIATION, DOES 1 - 100. 

». -.V 

-■ .V^-VIS 

,-w 

:=jfe:igi20 
- z&h&c-r ^' *■ 

0^21 

. I.’- BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON, and MARK LUTOVSKY, are and 

were ^residents ,of Riverside County "and 'members of the Board of 

Directors of the CHURCH OF SCIOLOGOS and were, until its merger 

with SCIOLOGOS in November 1982, directors of the MISSION,?'' 

•la. •. Cross-Defendants Does 1-100 are unknown to .Cross- 

Complainants but are somehow responsible for the acts alleged 
.herein. 'Jr Cross-Complainants will .amend .this cross-complaint /’•to 4 

.reflect their true identity when the same is _ ascertained, 

22 

2. Cross-Defendants MISSION and ASSOCIATION assert by 

' 23 

means of their complaint herein, through declaratory relief.cause 

24 

• 25 

of action,.'.the claim that the merger .described above * did ^not' 

occur and that the Cross-Defendants are the true MISSION and that 

• • .26 

said MISSION operates on behalf of the ASSOCIATION- .. . . 

27 

J2 . Prior to the merger described above, the MISSION was 

28 

indebted to each of the named Cross-Complainants for monies owed 


fvmeiT B 3 * 


fvmeiT B 















1 

as set forth below. These debts were for monies lent by Crass- 

2 

i Complainants to the MISSION and for salaries of Crass- 

3 

Complainants withheld by the MISSION, each resulting from 

4 

agreements with the MISSION and the Cross-Complainants to the 

5 

forego collection by Cross-Complainants until such time as the 

s 

MISSION was in a more suitable condition to pay the same. 

7 

4. For the time period from 1974 to the time of merger. 

• 3 

the MISSION owed SENT CORYDON for back salaries the sum of 

• - 9 

$133,567.09 and MARY C0RYD0N $159,336.33. In addition 3ENT 


CORYDON and MARY CORYDON are’ owed jointly $30,333.60 for monies 

:•=> \ '• 11 

lent at the time of incorporation of the MISSION and $20,431.50 

• • . 12 

for the value of personal property lent to the MISSION. ' MARil 

X ’ . .13 

LUT0VSKY is owed in salaries the sum of $10,004.41 from December 

i£*23>1 5 

/ X l 1 ? 

ife"-. -. •? ■•- 17 . 

.. . . r- 

T-if • A ; 18 

^3ai^ ■ * *. 

of 1931 to time of merger. BENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON have 

made .demand for ^payment,_i'n 1932 and MARX LUT0VSXY In 1933 . 

Demand is further made by the filing of this complaint. None of 

said monies have been repaid. 

'-. SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION ' - 

' .J3AUD ... ' .\* ' 

_SCIOLOGOS v.' CHURCH _0F SCIENTOLOGY OF .CALIFORNIA, jRTC I..ZZZ 1- 

1-100, SMI, GUARDIAN r S OFFICE,/ MOWW,. CSI, ESTATE -CF 'L. R1N 

.;• 22 

HUBBARD, COST 

X—• - .23 

. 5. Incorporated by reference are paragraphs 1 through 2 c: 

■•• •/. : ; 2 4 

;,V-'’>••• - 25 

the First Cause of Action. "• •• * 

'6. -At times . herein mentioned Cross-Defendant CHURCH OF'. 

•.•&•• ••. ,26 

SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, a California Corporation,, was referred' 

27 

to as the Mother Church of Scientology in which Cross-Defendar. t 

28 

GUARDIAN’S OFFICE operated. 
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7. Due to recent revocation of the non-profit status of 
the Church of Scientology of California, Scientology created, 
successor corporations in Cross-Defendants SMI, RTC, CSX, COST 
and has transferred the rights and liabilities of the Mather 
Church ta the sane. Other Church of Scientology entities and/or 
organizations responsible for the acts alleged herein include 
MQWW. Each corporation, organization and Cross-Defendant named 
herein, is the agent, employee, and co-conspirator of the' other, 
and the alter-ego of each other. ' Each corporation, and 
organization is run through the same hierarchy of the Scientology 
organization and each entity is manipulated by the sane 
individuals at the top of the Scientology organization, and was 
headed by its founder, Cross-Defendant D. RON HUBBARD. Said 
manipulation includes cash flow. Complete control rests in “ 
HUBBARD, who formulates policy for _all,. Including that of J. FAIR. . 
GAME” as defined below. Treating these corporations as separate 
entities would be unfair under these circumstances. 

8. - At the time of • its incorporation in 1974, the MISSION 
entered into oral and/or written contractual relationships- with 
Cross-Def endants and each of. them wherein / the MISSION would pay 
to Cross-Defendants 10* of all income received by the. MISSION _r. 
from the practice of Scientology and Dianetics and in return for 
said monies, Cross-Def endants promised to allow MISSION to use_. 
Scientology trademarks, keep the MISSION current in Scientology 1 
technology and promote the public welfare through Scientology,. *_ \ 
In addition, Cross-Defendants were to be a non-profit 
organization dedicated to promoting the public welfare through 
Scientology, and were not to violate said trust. Said agreements 

• I 
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1 

are aaniieated in writings in the charter given to MISSION by 

2 

Scientology and in written policies. Said writings include, but 

3 

are not United to, HCQ Policy letter of 1 January 1965 and ECO 

4 

Policy Letter of 13 June 1959. Said representations were- also 

5 

stated orally to SENT CCRYDCN, prior to incorporation of the 

6 

MISSION, in the early 1970's by Mission Officer World Wide Mike 

7 

Davidson. . 

8 

9. Cross-Defendants, and each of them, through literature 

; 9 

and promotion have held, since prior to 1974, themselves as a 

>*10 

non-profit organization dedicated to aiding the public welfare 

• 11 

. . • - 

through Scientology. _ 

-•12 

'10. ' Said representations by Cross-Defendants, and each of 

>13 

them, were reasonably relied on by the MISSION and the MISSION 

-.14 

♦■••-■yr-y!- 

would not have continued in their contractual relationship and 

>:-15 

would not have continued to pay 1031 of its income to Cross-. 

>16 

Def endants, .and each of .them, . but for said reliance. Said 

*>17 

representations, by implication of. law. Include the 


representation that Cross -Def endants will not commit -acts- in. 

§££19 

violation of Federal’and State nonprofit ..laws. _••> 

w 

.rr*; cm .. — 

.-rill. '."-Said agreement and representations by Cross-Def endants > 

^#21 

and each 'of them,"*'evidenced in’writings,’ and memorandums, "were”; 

22 

false and fraudulent and were known to be false and fraudulent at 
• 

,,..23 

the time said representations were made. . In truth, none of the. 

>’24 

Cross-Defendant corporations, particularly the Mather Church of 

"••25 

Scientology of California, was in fact operating as a non-profit 

' 26 

corporation. Monies paid to Cross-Def endants, and each of them. 

27 

went" to the benefit o i private individuals and not to the 

28 

corporation. large suns of money were paid over to Cross- 

EXHIBIT B 
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1 


Defendant D. RON HUBBARD (now "2STATZ 0?”) and .others high, up in 



the Scientology organization. In addition, the money was used to 
fund "secret aissions'* from the GUARDIAN'S QFFIC2 designed to 
harass and destroy people perceived to be enemies of Scientology 
including people who have left the organization. Terrorist acts 
included threats, harassment, framing of criminal charges, 
financial destruction, and other plans to destroy a person 
mentally and/or ‘financially. These plans-pursuant. to 
Scientology's "Fair Game" doctrine were developed by Cross- 
Defendant L. RON HUBBARD and included the use of trained secret 
Scientology agents‘who, under disguise, would implement plans to 
destroy people's lives. As a result of these criminal actions, 
which Included break-ins and burglaries, eleven Sclentologists 
were convicted 'in Federal Court and. sentenced to prison. 
Scientology also breach non-profit laws’by politically lobbying- .. 
As a result, the IRS has declared that the Mother Church of 
Scientology of California inappropriately had a non-profit ta:«: 
status and has proceeded ..to collect back .taxes.” V All of these 
Illegal acts were being commenced prior to 1974 and were done Ir. 
secret in order to defraud the public and all similar Scientology'• 
Missions, •Including ‘ the Cross-Complainants.'^-- -- 

12. The truth of these matters were not suspected until - 
1931 and not confirmed until 1933. Throughout 1974 to .1932 _ 
Cross-Defendants stated to Cross-Plaintiffs they had not done .the / 
acts above described. Prior to said time, ‘the MISSION paid . 
Cross-Defendants, and each of them, the sum of 3638,392.52. 
Incorporated by reference are paragraphs 15-17 of the Third Cause 
of Action. 
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1 

13. Said amount is owing and due to SCIOLCGOS, who, through 

2 

merger, has assumed the assets and liabilities of the MISSION. 

3 

Said money is due with interest, and as the acts were 

4 

intentional, willful and deceitful, punitive damages in the sum 

5 

of S3,COO,000. are prayed. 

6 

THIRD CAUSE 05* ACTION 

7 

FRAUD 

: , \ i' 3 

\ SCIOLCGOS v... CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA etc., RTC, 


COST, D0£S. 1-100, SMI, GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, EE3ER JENT2CH, FREDDY ’ 

• 'Mho 

CLEAN, MOWW, CSI, ESTATE OF L. RON HUBBARD. 

11 

14. Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the First Cause of Action and 

-7 12 

paragraphs- 6 through’. 13 of the Second Cause of Action are - 

13 

incorporated by reference. 

: 7Ml4 

.••■Wu-tWl... 
'**<»» * -- 

13. After the arrest of the eleven Scientologists for- * 

crimes as described In paragraph *11,. Cross-Defendants, and' each " 

: ,;:^;16 

of them, ’solicited funds from the MISSION in order to support 

■'7#S17 

-2®g18 

their'criminal' defense and defend Scientology. ..Cross-Defendants, . 

and each of them,' -created the Safe Environment Fund in order to ' 

.,7^19 

■collect money for .this purpose. " t Cross-Defendants, and each of 

ifpfW 

the,'"induced the MISSION to donate money to'the funds by stating' f*; 

that the Scientologists arrested were in fact Innocent of .the 1 

w < : . 22 

crimes charged, had not done the acts alleged and were the * 

; ;*-v,23 

victims of discriminatory actions taken against them by the . 

,?V.:^24 

V- 

"~:W25 

Federal Government. Statements such as these made by the Cross- 

Defendants Included statements made by Cross-Defendants and 

‘26 

Scientology Officials HEBER JSNTZCH and FREDDY ULLAN to the staff 

27 

of the MISSION in approximately 1973. As a result, MISSION paid 

28 

to Crass—Def endant' s Safe Environment Fund, the sun of 36,451.34 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
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described in paragraph 3 and which lasted until -November of 1932, 
the MISSION had overpaid in tithes, the sum of 352,000.00 to 
Cross-Deffendants, and each of them. Another S36,000.00 was 
incorrectly paid to tJSMC, a division of M0WW. Ail of said money 
is owed with interest, to the CHURCH 07 SCI0LCG0S and no part of 
it has been paid to date. Demand for said payment is made by the 
complaint. 
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FIFTH CAUSE 07 ACTION . • 

DECLARATORY'RELIEF-INDEMNITY 
SCI0L0G0S' v. MISSION, ASSOCIATION, EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT. 
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA' 

21- Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action and 
6 through 13 off the Second Cause of Action are hereby 
incorporated by reference. • ' 

'• 22. -Cross-Defendant EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California Agency, has assessed a $115,911.03 claim - 
against the MISSION for back taxes on the claim that the MISSION 
was not a true church. These monies were originally not paid or. 
the direct order of the CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA. 

7- '• 23 . "7 A dispute .has arisen 'over who is the true MISSION as ’ • 
stated in the complaint on file herein. IT Plaintiffs and Cross- 
Defendants prevail and if is declared the latter are the true 
MISSION and control MISSION property in trust for the ASSOCIATION . 
then the claim of the EMPLOYMENT_DEVELOPMENT .DEPARTMENT CF . 
CALIFORNIA should be attached to said .MISSION run by Plaintiffs 
and Cross-Defendants, and each of them, and not to the ’CHURCH CF 
3CI0EUG0S, as the CHURCH OF SCI0L0G0S will not have absorbed the 
assets and liabilities of the MISSION. Further, the CHURCH OF 
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SCIOLOGOS will be entitled to indemnity against' Plaintiffs and 
Cross-Defendants for attorney fees and costs in defending against 
the EMPLOYMENTS DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA, in an 
amount to be proven in. court. 

SIXTH CACJSE OF ACTION 

CONVERSI ON 

SCIOLOGOS v. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RTC, COST, 
DOES 1 through 100, SMI, GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, INTERNATIONAL FINANCE 
POLICE,' CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MOWW, CSI/-ESTATE OF L. RON 
HUBBARD, CHURCH’ OF SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS ANGELES r a. Corporation', 
FLAG. 

. 24. Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action and 
paragraphs 6 through 13 of the Second Cause of. Action are 
incorporated herein by reference. 

• ~ 25. Cross-Defendants- INTERNATIONAL FINANCE POLICE is a - 

subdivision of the Cross-Defendant Scientology corporations,. 
including Cross-Def endant CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS ANGELES, a 
California .Corporation, whom in 1982, extorted and converted to 
their own use of the sum of $40,000.00 from the MISSION.' At the - 
tine of the conversion said monies were the property of ■ the 
MISSION. • The~ MISSION has since merged ’ with‘the "'CHURCH OF 
SCIOLOGOS thereby transferring it's debts and collections. 

26. Said FINANCE POLICE took said money as alleged fines or.;- 
three different occasions. .$10,000.00 was taken in October of •. 
19 8 2 and $15,000.00 was taken twice .in November of 1982.' ..‘The 
stated purposes of the alleged fines included failure to convince 
other” human beings to leave California and move to Clearwater.- 
Florida and work for Flag, a Scientology organization. Said 

EXHIBIT B 













FINANCE POLICE threatened the MISSION directors, particularly 
SENT CORYDON, with mining the MISSION if the money was not paid 
and the people not delivered. Such acts would include a 
withdrawal of the Charter of the MISSION and a systematic 
persuasion of all practitioners to cease going business with, the 
MISSION, and a promise to see to it that the directors of the 
MISSION would be brought up on criminal charges. Such statements 
communicated that "Pair Game'* as invented by L. RON EU3BARD would 
be applied, to Cross-Complainants If the money was not In . fact 
delivered. Said money was’ paid only out of fear that Cross- 
Defendants, and each of them, would take actions to try to 
destroy the MISSION and frame it's directors on some form of 
criminal charges, pursuant to Scientology practices. 

27. 8 A s a result, thereof, Cross-Defendants, and each of - 
them, are indebted to SCIOLOGOS in the sum of $40,000.00 plus " 
interest. As such acts were intentional, willful, and were theft 
by extortion, ' punitive damages in the sum of $5,000,000.00 are. 

prayed. . ; • ■.. / ' \. . '•/ '* 

• ' SEVENTH CAUSE OF' ACTION 

- - . •' V BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY ";'y ..f 'v . 

SCIOLOGOS v. "CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OH CALIFORNIA, RTC, CCST,'"' 
D0ES 1 through 100, SMI, GUARDIAN* S OFFICE, CATHY STEINER, TOM 
STEINER, CSI, M0WW, ESTATE OF L. RON HUBBARD . 

23. Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action^ and 
6 through 13 of the Second Cause of Action are Incorporated 
herein by reference. 

29. Cross-Defendants, and each of them, threatened the 
MISSION in 197a with a-zempts to destroy the MISSION unless 3IN7 

B is 
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CCRYDON withdraw temporarily for additional training and allowed 
Cross-Defendants CATHY STEINER and TOM STEINER to take his and 
MARY CORYDON’S places as officers of the corporation and ran the 
same. Despite their representation that 3ENT C0RYD0N and MARY 
CORYDON would only be absent three months. Cross-Defendants, and 
each of them, continued their threats and only withdrew the same 
permitting the MISSION to reinstate SENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON 
as directors and officers in November of 1981. 

30. During the absence of 3ENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON, 
and with the approval of the Cross-Defendants, pursuant to 
conspiracy to enrich themselves at the expense of the MISSION, 
Cross-Defendants and temporary directors CATHY STEINER and. TOM 
STEINER Intentionally overpaid Cross-Defendants, and each of 
them, the sum of S32,000.00 as set forth in the Fourth Cause of 
Action which Is Incorporated by reference. 

31. ' As a result, CHURCH OF SCI0L0GQS, has suffered damages 

of $32,000.00 plus interest. Such acts were Intentional, • 
deliberate, and malicious. ' Punitive damages are ‘sought in the 
sum of $3,000,000.00. . •- . . .. . 

: T‘‘ ” ' • " EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION ; ^ '^ 

BRgAC g op CONTRACT . * “* • - ' ' 

SCIOLQGOS v. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RTC, DOES 
1 through 100, SMI, GUARDIAN’S OFFICE, CSI, COST, M0WW, ESTATE OF ; 
L.' RON HUBBARD * •* " V ••• /Vm!'- 

32. Paragraphs 1 through 2 of' the First Cause of Action and 
6 through 13 of the Second Cause of Action are incorporated 
herein by reference. 

33. During 1979, the MISSION purchased from Cross- 
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Defendants, particularly SMI, rights to establish three 
Scientology parishes with Scientology Charters, by paying to SMI 
the sum of $10,000.00 for each. To Cross-Complainants knowledge 
at this time, said contract was oral. The MISSION has since 
merged with SCI0LCG0S transferring all debts and collections to 
the latter. 

34. Implied in said oral contract was a covenant of good 
faith and fair dealing, including a promise the Cross-Defendants 
would do nothing to lower the value of said, prospective parishes, 
and would do nothing wrongful to prevent the MISSION from 
establishing said parishes. 

35. Cross-Defendants, and each of them, breached this' 

implied covenant of goad faith and fair dealing by ‘creating an 
atmosphere and condition where it was -impossible for the MISSION 
to exercise said rights, lowered the ability for said parishes to 
be successful, and prevented the MISSION from continuing further 
in the practice as a chartered member of the Church of 
Scientology. . •' ' ' ’ ’ 

.36. Said acts included, but were not. limited to,‘.over - 
decade of crimes and illegal acts as described in paragraph‘11 

. j* .* • .• * ’ *V 

continuing up and until the present,'and which resulted it 
publicized convictions of eleven Scientologists for obstructing 
justice; thereby curtailing the value of a Scientology Charter. . 
By applying this practice of "Fair Game" to BENT C0RYDCN and MA?Y 
C0RYD0N, removing them from Scientology, causing 'financial- 
hardships as set forth in each cause of action herein, 
particularly the Sixth Cause of Action, embarking in 1982 on * 
series of plans and operations designed to squeeze all charter-;- 

14 
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1 

Missions financially to their detriment and to the benefit of 

2 

Cross-Defendants, and each of them. Cross-Defendants have caused 

3 

said Charters to be worthless and unusable. 

4 

37. As a result, the MISSI0H, in order to survive, merged 

5 

into CHOICE OF SCI0L0G0S, further diminishing the value of the 

6 

three parishes. Also Cross-Defendant 3, and each of them, have 

7 

removed the directors of the MISSION from Scientology, thereby 

f., 1 .8 

preventing the directors of the MISSION from operating said 

- :•& ■ ■ ' 9 

1 ° 

11 

• 

parishes. Said acts have damaged Cross-Complainants in the sum 

of $30,000.00 plus interest. - 

- NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

A •: : ■/ . 12 

BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY 

. 13 * 

SCI0L0G0S v. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RTC,_ COST, 

Ami 15 

DOES 1 through 100, SMI GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, CATHY STEINER, TOM 

STEINER, MOWW, CSI, ESTATE OF L. RON HUBBARD ■' > ■; 

16 

33 . Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action and 

; - •; IT 

ii:'.' ‘£is 

r Jp?-|^5^|^2 o ’ 

6 through 13 of the Second Cause of Action are Incorporated 

herein by reference. 

'• 39 . In 1979 , CATHY STEINER' and TOM STEINER,' as temporary _ 

acting officers of the MISSION, ' placed by- Cross-Defendants 'and 

*• jsS^St21 

each of them’, with the approval of Cross-Defendants, and each of 

22 

them, in breach of their fiduciary relationship .to the 

. ; - 23 

corporation and pursuant to the stated conspiracy In paragraph _• 

- > ■' ; • 24 

30, mad loans of $263,101.51 to various Scientologists to'be paid y.;' 

'25 

back at will without interest. Cross-Defendants ,,' 'and each of 

A 26 

them, have communicated to many of said debtors that said money 

27 

does hot have to be paid back. Said loans were made without any 

28 

source of security to guarantee repayment. To date, only 
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$95,725.31 has been paid back. As a result, the CHURCH OF 
SCIQLOGOS tv*** been damaged in the sum of $172,373.20. 

40. As said actions were done intentionally, with total 
disregard for the rights of the corporation, and in breach of 
fiduciary relationship, punitive damages are sought in the sun of 
$5,000,000.00. 

TENTS CAUSE OF ACTION - 
COMMON* COUNT (MONEY OWED) 

. SCI0L0G0S v. TOM STEINER, MARY ANN LANGENFELD, GERALD W. 
LANGENFELD, DOES 1 through 100 

41. Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action and 
6 through 13 . of the Second Cause of Action are incorporated 


13 [herein by reference. 
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42. GERALD W. LANGENFELD is a Cross-Defendant herein and is 
the husband of Cross-Defendant MARY ANN LANGENFELD. 

43. ‘In 2979, pursuant to loans described in paragraph 39,. 

the MISSION lent GERALD W. LANGENFELD $6,394.00 and MARY ANN 
LANGENFELD $2,534.75 ./• GERALD W. LANGENFELD still owes the sum of 
$4,142.93 and MARY ANN LANGENFELD owes, the sum of $2,035.93.' 
Said’ promissory notes ’‘are attached hereto as Exhibits "A", • -"B" 
and "C*. Said notes indicate that each shall remain an employee 
of the MISSION and pay back the loans through 6 % payroll 
deductions. None off the Cross-Defendants herein are still 
employees'of the MISSION and none has continued to make payments. *. 
Therefore the balance is now due and demand is made. ' • r 

44 ^ In addition, during the same period, and under the same 
conditions TOM STEINER was lent the sum of $5,122.73 and still 
continues to owe the amount of $3,239.15, having also terminated 
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1 


with the MISSION. 


The MISSION has merged with 


npIoyment 


2 ;3CIOLOGOS and the latter has assumed all of the former's 


3 

Liabilities and collections. Interest is due from the date each 

' 4 

:ross-0efendant terminated employment with the MISSION. 

5 

ELEVENTH CAUSE OS' ACTION 

6 

BREACH OF CONTRACT 

7 

SCI0LCG0S v. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RFC, COST, 

a 

DOES 1 through ICO, SMI GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, TOM STEINER,. CATHY 

; 9 

STEINER, CSI, MOWW, L. RON HUBBARD 

. 10 

45. Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action, 

11 

paragraphs 39 through 40 of the Ninth Cause of Action and 

12 

paragraphs 23 through 30 of the Seventh Cause of Action are 


13 {incorporated herein by reference. 


-14. 

45. At the time Cross-Defendants, - ' and each of them. 

:15 

wrongfully farced and extorted MISSION directors BENT CORYDON and 

16 

1ARY CORYDON to temporarily leave the MISSION and have the 

.17 

1ISSI0N run temporarily by CATHY STEINER AND TOM STEINER, / said 

: '18 

1ISSI0N had personal assets of $750,000.00. 

i 19 

47." - Due to the continued mismanagement and self-dealing of 


!0M STEINER and CATHY STEINER, 'including turning 'over monies' to" 


tv~T21 scientologists and Cross-Defendants, and each of them, as set 


22 

forth in the. Seventh and Ninth Causes of Action, the MISSION only 

23 

rad $156,000.00 in cash assets at the time of the return of BENT 

.. 24 

DORYDON and MARY CORYDON in November of 1931. , !•; 7 w . 

• 25 

48.' As a result, the MISSION has been damaged by said- 

26 

lismanagement in the sum of $594,000.00. 

27 

TWELVE CAUSE CF ACTION 

23 

SLANDER 
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CHURCH 0? SCI0L0G0S, 3 ENT C 0 R YD 0 N, MARY CORYDON, MARX 
.UTOVSKY, MARC CHACON v. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, 
ITC, DOES 1 through 100, SMI, GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, and the CHURCH 
)F SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF 3UENAVENTURA, a Corporation, CSI, 
:0ST, MOWW, CHURCH 0? SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF SUNNYSLOPE, a 
Jorporation, L. RON SU33ARD, TIM CAMP3ELL, HE3ER JENT2CH, XATHY 
[EARD 

49. Incorporated by reference are paragraphs 1 through 2 of 
:he First Cause of Action, 6 through 13 of the Second Cause of 


.10 jtction and 23 through 30 of the Seventh Cause of Action. 

11. -'50. In 1932, at a meeting of Scientologists at the Holiday 

•-12 tnn in Riverside, in her official position as MISSION HOLDER of 
13 Cross-Defendant CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF BUENAVENTURA 
• 14 Ind on behalf of all Cross-Defendants and pursuant to the 
.15 conspiracy to carry out L. RON HUBBARD's’ "Fair Game" policies, 

16 :old a meeting of SCI0L0GOS parishioners that SCI0L0G0S directors 

17 IENT CQRYDON, MARY C0RYD0N, MARK LUTOVSXY and Secretary/Treasurer 

18 JARC CHACON were misusing funds and stealing from the CHURCH.-. 

t 19 ... 51.. Pursuant to the same conspiracy described; above, in 

20 Irune 'of 1983, Cross-Defendant TIM CAMPBELL, "on behalf of CHURCH 

21 OF SCIENTOLOGY, ' MISSION of SUNNYSLOPE, "with '‘'the' approval of* all" 

22 Cross-Defendants, and each of them, called one or mare 
’23 >arishioners off SCI0L0G0S and stated that the directors of 

24 pciOLOGOS are criminals. ..Said acts are part .of a continuing 

25 feffort of Cross-Defendants, and each of them, to slander and ruin 

26 Jrass-Conplainants. Said statements by each Cross-Defendant 


27 


lerein* were made with knowledge of the falsehood and were made 


28 jialiciously to cause Cross-Complainants harm. 
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51a. Pursuant to the same conspiracy described in paragraph. 

\ 

2 Ao above following the filing of the Cross-Complaint in this 
3<:ase, Cross-Defendant HE3ER JENTZCH, on behalf of CSX and all 
* Defendants stated, knowing the same to be false, to the Riverside 

5 Jress-Snterprise that the purpose of said filing was to "stop the 

6 Ihurch of Scientology's anti-drug campaign". He further stated 

7 he Cross-Complainants purpose was to stop the Church's ability 

8 :o help those who need help and education. At the same time, 

9 ' :ross-Defendant 2CATSY HEARD stated, - knowing the same to be false, 

•10 :o the Rivers-ide Press-Enterprise, that the Cross-Complainants 

11 herein were a "tiny handful of people accusing others (by this 
’ * • 
:ross-complaint) of acts which they themselves are guilty of.". 


12 


10 loth statements appeared in the Riverside Press-Enterprise. 

14 52. Said statements damaged SCI0L0GCS* ability to keep 

15 larishioners and subjected 3E2TT CQRYDON, MARY C0RYD0N, -MARK ./ 

16 loTQVSKY. and MARC CHACON to humiliation, ridicule, economic 
^ *17 deprivation, and loss of reputation. 

-: IS .,53. Said statements described above were untrue, and' known "V 
•; ^19 :a be untrue by Cross-Defendants, -..and were made maliciously to .. . 
20 .ajure ’ Cross-Complainants "and each of them, " .parsaaat • to 
.2t Scientology's doctrine of 'Pair Game." *' 

22 54. As result of such statements. Cross-Complainants herein 

•. 23 iave been damaged in an amount to be proven in court, -and as said - 

24 itatements were made maliciously with the knowledge that they 

25 fere false, punitive damages are sought in the sum .of • 

. 26 {5,000,000.00 ' ’ - 

27 ' • THIRT EENTH CAUSE OF ACTIO N 

28 SLANDER 
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1 

32NT CORYDON v. CHURCH OR SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RFC, 

2 

COST, DOSS X through 100, SMI, GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, CSI, MCWW, L. 

3 

RON HUBBARD 

4 

55. Incorporated by reference are paragraphs 1 through 2 of 

5 

the First Cause of Action, 6 through 13 of the Second Cause of 

6 

Action and 50 through 54 of the Twelfth Cause of Action. 

7 

56. Following the merger of the MISSION into the Church of 

% 

ii ; ' 8 

SCIQL0G0S, pursuant to Scientology’s doctrine of "Fair Game, " -.and 

i’ ' : 9 

Cross-Defendants conspiracy to commit the same, an investigator. 

... 10 

operating on behalf of the CHURCH OF SCIZNT0L0GY and as a 

‘ . *. 11. 

representative of the GUARDIAN’S OFFICE, went to Deputy Sheriff 

12 

V 

Gary Jenson of the Riverside Sheriff's Department and made 

-; 13 

statements suggesting that BENT C0RYD0N tried to kill the Deputy 

. v..:_ 14 

Sheriff. ‘ Said Investigator also stated that Cross-Defendaats 

: Sr .. ' 15 

would be Interested In helping the Sheriff pin an attempted 

‘ , -16 

murder rap on BENT C0RYD0N. 

‘ , • 17 

57. Said statements were untrue, and known by Cross- 

• V - : \vil8 

Defendants, and each of them, to be untrue and were designed with 

■ ^ 19 

•T*^ •.v>^ 

■33&r y/-20 

malice to humiliate, ridicule, and lower the reputation of, BENT 

C0RYD0N, and subject him to an unwanted and'uncalled for criminal 


Investigation and possible false arrest. "■ v -: • 

■ 22 

53. Said actions have caused BENT C0RYD0N humiliation and. 

••: *• 23 

In addition, to live in fear of other "Fair Game" operations that 

-*lv- \24 

Scientology might apply to him pursuant to the policies of L . RCN 

"25 

HUBBARD. •" • • 

26 

59. As a result BENT CORYDON has been damaged In an amount 

27 

' 

28 

to be proven in court. As such actions were Intentionally 

malicious and designed to cause harm to 3ENT CORYDON, punitive 

20 
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1 


damages In the amount of $5,000,000.00 are sought - . 


2 

FOURTEENTH CAUSE 0? ACTION 

3 

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

4 

3ENT CQRYDON v. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA. RTC, 

5 

COST, DOES 1 through 100, SMI, GUARD IAN ‘ S OFFICE, CSI, MOWW, L. 

6 

RON HUBBARD 

• v ’ ’ 7 

f -ri--. . a 

60. Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action, 6 

through 13 of the Second Cause of Action, 50 through 54 of • the 

• .-j .. v 9 

Twelfth Cause of Action, 56 through 58 of the Fourteenth Cause of 

'3 . . . . io 

Action, 72 through 86 of the Sixteenth Cause of. Action, 89 of the 

• | • mi 

Eighteenth Cause of Action, 95 of the Twentieth Cause of Action 

% 12 

are incorporated herein by reference. 

Z 13 

?i’. 14 

■'fc:- ' '15 

-.61. Said conduct on part of Cross-Defendants, and each of 

them, was designed to cause BENT C0RYD0N emotional distress and 

it 'was reasonably' foreseeable from the same the BENT .CQRYDON 

/:> 4 16 

would suffer emotion distress. 

.5 .17 

62. As approximate result thereof, .BENT CQRYDON did In fact 

' - 3 - :V' ; v'18 

suffer emotional distress, .continues to suffer the same, 'and has • 


j -• „-' >-;19 been, damaged in an iuiaunt ta be proven in court. As such actions 


/ Nr;-: 20 

were Intentional and willful punitive damages 'In the sum of 

$5,000,000.00 are sought. S; ' /' 1 * 

22 

FIFTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

* - 23 

- INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

24 

* 

PHIL BLACK v; CHURCH OF' SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, COST. .. 

25 

RTC, COST, DOES 1 through 100, SMI, GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, ED LANCE.' 

• 26 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF SUNNYSLOPS, MCWWS, CSI, L. RON 

27 

KU3BARD 

28 

63. Paragraphs 1 through 2 of the First Cause of Action, 6 

EXHibJt i.: 2: 


21 
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1 

through. 13 of the Second Cause of Action, 95 of the Twentieth 

2 

1 Cause of Action are hereby incorporated by reference. 

3 

54. Cross-Defendant ED LANCS, on behalf of the CHURCH OF 

4 

SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OP SUNNYSLOPE, and pursuant to Crass- 

5 

Defendants', and each of them, conspired to commit the doctrine 

6 

off "Fair Game" as created and ordered by L. HON HUaBARD and with 

7 

the approval off all Cross-Defendants, and each of the, advised 

-i • 3 

PHIL 3LACK on the telephone that he, ED LANCE, was going to . Los 

’ ii . , 9 

Angeles to hire a mafioso to blow PHIL BLACK away. 

: J ‘ .10 

65. As a result, particularly with the knowledge off 

■ . 11 

Scientology's history off harassment and "Fair Game," PHIL 3LACK 

3 * ■ ; • : 12 

has to worry about his safety and livelihood. 

13 

■, ■ 

66. Said statement was designed to cause PHIL BLACK 

V;‘T4 

emotional distress and It was reasonably foreseeable that PHIL 

-77^; ;.vt5 

BLA*CK would suffer emotional distress. '.'As approximate -result 

i6 

thereof, PHIL BLACK did suffer emotion distress, continues to 

V ; V . 17 

suffer emotional distress, and has been damaged in an amount to 

• 7 - ;- ; ia 

be proven In court. ' 

'19 

r. • 

67. As said conduct was Intentional and willful, punitive 

damages in the sum of $5,000,000.00 are sought: -v 

SIXTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION " : " r •' * ' ’ 

• > 22 

DECLARATORY RELIEF 

r:;-- .s’ 23 

BENT CORYDON, MARY C0RYD0N, MARK LUT0VSXY,. SCIOLOGOS v. .. 

7 • 24 

MISSION, ASSOCIATION, DOES 1 through 100. 

25 

63. Paragraphs 1 through 4 of the First Cause of Action are 

26 

incorporated herein by reference. 

27 

"69. A dispute has arisen over who is indebted to BENT 

28 

CORYDON, MARY CORYDON and MARK LUT0VSKY as described in the First 


EXHIBIT B 


22 













Cause of Action. SCIOLQGOS has assumed the debts of the MISSION 
by merger, including the ones stated herein. The ASSOCIATION and 
an "alleged" MISSION challenge said merger, claiming to operate 
the true MISSION and be entitled to it's property. While 
SCIOLQGOS denies the validity of said allegations, it also claims 
that if the Plaintiffs prevail on the complaint then the debts 
stated herein are that of the ASSOCIATION and MISSION. . 3ENT 
CCRYDON, MARY' CORYDGN and MARX LUTOVSXY would be then entitled to 


judgment against the ASSOCIATION and the MISSION for money awed 
as alleged in the First Cause of Action. • 

70.. Therefore it is necessary that the court in deciding 
who owns the MISSION and/or its property, must also declare who 
is obligated to pay the debts herein stated. 

SEVENTEENTH GAUSS OF ACTION 

ALL CROSS-PLAINTIFFS v. ALL CRO S S - D EF END ANTS FOR 
INTERFERENCE WITH BUSINESS 


• 71. 'Paragraphs 1 through 3, 6 through 11, 25, 29 through 
37, 39, 4 2 through 43;" 50 through .51, 64 as' if the same were : 

fully set forth herein. '• • _ 

- '.*• 72." : Following the filing of the herein lawsuit,"sponsored 
by Cross-Defendants, and each of them, v a First Amended Cross-' 
Complaint was filed. Cross-Defendants, and each of them, 
thereafter entered into a conspiracy, pursuant. to "Fair Game" . . 
policies of Cross-Defendants, and each of them (people who are 
adverse to the Church of Scientology are fair game .for harassment 
and destruction) to destroy Cross-Plaintiffs financially. 

-73. ' This conspiracy was carried out by secret plans, which 

to harass Cross-?laintiffs, instill 


were placed Into action. 

EXHIBIT B 
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1 


ear , 


» # 

1 

fear, interfere with their abilities to earn, a living, and to 

2 

disrupt the defense and prosecution of this case by placing a spy 

3 

in Cross-Plaintiff's offices for purposes of learning litigation 

4 

strategy of Defendants and Cross-Plaintiffs, and for sabotaging 

5 

the same. 

6 

74. Pursuant to this plan, Cross-Defendants, through the 

7 

•• ; 

% * 3 

special workings of Cross-Defendant 3rad Ballentine, recruited 

Scientologist agent Tom Armistead to go into the CHURCH- OF 

S'. : .9 

S*" ‘ " 

... -10 

V . 

\S ; . • 11 

SCI0L0G0S MISSION and befriend Cross-Defendants in order to find 

out information on Defendants and Cross-Plaintiffs legal strategy 

in this case so that the same may be forwarded to Plaintiffs and 


12 Cross-Defendants. * Armistead was instructed to encourage 


: 13 

conversation with Defendant BENT CORYDON in hopes that'Defendant 

, / u 

BENT CORYDON would divulge vital information. 


15 -■ ' T5. .Pursuant thereto, agent Armistead advised Cross- 


V ... . 16 

Defendants of certain documents MR. CORYDON'had, and on Cross- 

£ •. ' 17 

- ri. ‘ 

- ■ ' 

V -1 _ ' .18 

Def endants Instructions, In September and October 1933, age-: 

Armistead went back to the CHURCH OF SCI0L0G0S and copied sal.:' 

'S&rst* 20 

* 21 

documents and forwarded them to Cross-Def endants. •' 

76. '■“Towards the end of -1933, agent Armistead was give.: : 

instructions designed to sabotage the Church. '• This was pursuar.: 

:* 22 

to L. RON HUBBARD'S, "Ron's Journal 38" which was designed to 

•| ‘ • .23 

dissuade people from joining Independent centers. ’ 

* 24 

77. On March 5, 1984, Cross-Def endants, and each of .them.. . 

** • -25 

commenced a project aimed at financially wiping out Cross: 

— 26 

Defendants by swamping them with small claims court actions by 

27 

former Scientologists seeking return of donations. This prajer* 

28 

was designed to "cave in" Cross-Plaintiff Marc C ha cor. * ’ 


EXHIBIT B 


24 













1 

overworking him and forcing him to leave SCIOLCGGS. 

2 

73. Pursuant to the above plan, in addition to filing on 

3 

different dates nunerous small claims actions, agent Armistead 

4 

was to befriend Defendant Marc Chacon and make comments to him. 

5 

as friendly suggestions, that he is tired, overworked, and that 

6 

perhaps it is all not worth it and he should leave Scialogos. 

7 

Crass-Oefendants, and each of them, believe that SCIODOGOS could 

5gr .8 

not operate without MARC CHACON. • It was also believed by Cross- 

^ 9 

Defendants that MARC CHACON was necessary to the. defense and 

jV 10 

prosecution of this litigation. 

; ;. • ii 

79. Simultaneously, Scientology, through agent Armistead, 

• -12 

continued to make every effort through the phony friendship with 

• 13 

Defendants and Cross-Plaintiffs, 'to learn all strategies Involved 

-14 

in the legal case. 

{?£■ ' -15 

• . 30." Further, agent -Armistead was to befriend Cross- 

C*;'.. is 

Defendant employee Jeannie Hansen and encourage her to get 

■ -.17 

Involved In a Starway program which then would be arranged to 

.vK . ' 18 

.. - .* • 

have meetings during the times that Defendant's Church needed her 

i#&3: 20 

the most. . . * ‘. • - *| 

•* SI-T Cross-Defendants/ and each of them,'-pursuant to -said 

• : ; 21 

plans, have also taken actions ‘designed to. get Cross-Plaintiffs 

22 

parking lot away from the Church. . Agent Armistead was further 

• •' 23 

Instructed, and he did, to obtain floor plans of the Church where . 

*£.- ■ ; . - .24 

each Individuals office was, and who stayed at .the Church at . 

25 

night. ' . . . ^ * ’** ■' ' •'' "'V 

26 

32. In 1934 upon discovering that Defendants BENT and MART 

27 

CORYOON were going to New Zealand, plans were then made to harass 

28 

the CORTDON's in Europe. And in fact was verbally abused by 

EXHIbn 6 „ 
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1 

2 

Scientologists in said country while giving a lecture. 

32a. In 1935 Scientology dragged Sent Carydon out of a phone 

3 

i booth la Gilmore Hot Springs and threw him against a fence. is 

4 

1936, Bent Corydon was shaved by Scientologists while looking far 

5 

his attorney in a Federal Courthouse, said shoving occurring in 

6 

front of Cross-Defendant Heber Jentzch and Scientology attorney 

7 

John Peterson. 

. s 

33. On or about February 1936, pursuant to said above 

: o- :• - 9 

Tr . 

described conspiracy, and pursuant to plans first discussed in 

19 34, a tali heavy-setScientologist entered the Church of 

: • ’ ...11 

Sciologos, and after discovering that Defendant BENT CORYDON was 

• ; ' ' ‘ 12 

■••• 13 

not present, proceeded to physically strike and beat up Cross- • 

Defendant MARC CHACON claiming they were interfering with the 

:,y ■* • >. '14 

. • •. .• 

£;X ' 

^-15 

Church of Scientology. 

34. "Continually, and to the present, Cross-Defendants, and 

- . ;i6 

each of them, through their . conspiracy have attempted to dissuade 

e, IT 

followers of the Church of Sciologos from continuing in said 

•;|lV:';V^>19 
*3* 

5^*;-^7^20 
'“"TH .*>■ "• - r 

r-y : .: '• 21 

service. . • And in 1987, published. In a book that Defendant Bent 

Corydon was guilty of "criminal"; acts against the Church. 

85/^.Pursuant ''to the conspiracy, threatening 'phone"calls 

have been continuously made ""to Cross-Defendant 1 s, "and each of .' r 

i 

. 22 

•>v 23 

• 

;V:-: ’:■■:* 24 

•- ’-'.i 

. - • 25 

4 

them, and efforts In 1937 have been made to prevent publishing of 

Bent Corydon*s book. * ... 

86. On or about the beginning' of April 1, 1987, Church of . 

Scientology members, Identifying themselves as such, ' have begun 

to call the non-listed private residence number of Sciologos 

27 

employee Bob Ross for purposes of harassment. And in at least 

, 28 

1937, Cross-Defendants have bugged Cross-Plaintiff's phones. 
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1 

Twice in 1987, Crass-derendants have trespassed .an 3ent Carydan's 

2 

hone and. moved objects from therein into the street, i.e, one 

3 

plant and one chair. 

4 

87. Said actions, by Cross-Defendants, and each, of them. 

5 

have interfered with the ability of the Church of Sciologos to 

6 

carry an its businesses, and has damaged the same in an amount to 

7 

f S - a 

: • v 

VS . .9 

- . ' '•• ■ .• 

J v - -10 

T v*. 

be proven in court. As such actions were intentional, punitive 

damages are demanded in the sum of $30,000,000.00. 

EIGHTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION *• • 

• • BATTERY ! *-" 

BENT C0RYD0N and MARC CHACON v. ALL CROSS-DEFENDANTS 

• -i2 

88. Paragraphs 71 through 86, and all paragraphs '• 

/ 13 

incorporated therein are incorporated herein as if set. forth 

VV- 14 

fully. yT ; ' : ' : - ’ *' * -• ' _ . 

. '.,"15 

*-89. On or about. February 6, 1986, • pursuant to the ongoing 

- 16 

conspiracy described above. Cross-Defendants, and each of them, 

• • • •. / 

• 17 

for purposes of interfering with the defense and prosecution of 

' :l. 18 

this litigation, sent a Scie’ntologist .into the Church of 

' --!V • „ i9 

Sciologos to physically beat up MARC CHACON. _3ENT C0RYD0N was 


struck as set forth in paragraph 82a. -;y > '•'••.•y. ~ 

i'^V- • • ' -21 

90. As'a result thereofMARC CHACON and BENT C0RYDCN ' 

22 

suffered damages in an amount to be proven in court. As such 

■*>’ 23 

. - • 

acts were intentional and outrageous punitive damages are . 

•24 

demanded in the sum of $30,000,000.00. • _ ; 

25 

NINETEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION • \ . .* 

26 

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

27 

CROSS-PLAINTIFFS (EHCEPT 3ENT C0RYD0N AND PHIL 3LACJC) v. ALL 

28 

CROSS-DEFENDANTS 
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1 

91. Paragraphs 71 through 36, 95, including ail paragraphs 

2 

1 incorporated therein, are incorporated herein as if set forth. 

3 

fully. 

4 

92. Said conduct on the part of Cross-Defendants, and each 

5 

of them, was designed to cause Cross-Piaintiffs emotional 

6 

distress and it was reasonably foreseeable from the same that 

V 7 

Cross-Plaintiffs would suffer emotional distress. 

00 

93. As approximate result thereof, Cross-Plaintiffs did- in 

$ 9 

fact suffer emotional distress, continues to suffer the same, and 

•. ; ' . ; io 

has been damaged in .an amount to be proven in court. .. As such 


actions were intentional and willful punitive damages in the sum 

12 

of $30,000,000.00 are sought. 

•• - ; 13 

TWENTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 

' '‘ ‘;^-> l4 

* ' ABUSE OF PROCESS " •"* '1- 

; -f ' ’ /;- : ; ’v : : 'i5 

ALL CROSS—PLAINTIFFS v. ALL CROSS-DEFENDANTS 

16 

94. Paragraphs 71 through 36, 95, including ail paragraphs 

> • ; - it 

incorporated therein are incorporated herein as if set forth 

-if: . : ;.C-ri8 
> . ; * — *. 

-?.• ** 19 

v ': 21 

fully. V 

.95. In. 1937, Cross-Defendants, and each of them, 'have 

wrongfully used the discovery process -in’this action * for.-the ~ ?* 

unrelated purposes'of trying to prevent the publishing of a book 

22 

by Cross-Plaintiff Bent Corydon. Said acts include Notice to 

23 

Produce Documents, Motion to Compel, Orders to Show Cause on the . 

[j. : ‘ v '24 

Publisher in Newark, New-Jersey and threats on same. ' 

• 25 

96. Said actions have caused Cross-Complainant attorney 

26 

fees, loss of time, distress, damaging in an amount to be proven. 

27 

in Court. As such acts were intentional and outrageous punitive 

23 

damages are demanded in the sum of S30,000,000.00. 
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1 

WHEREFORE Cross-Canxplainants pray far judgment as fallows: 

2 

1 . Should Crass-Defendants prevail an the complaint, then 

3 

for judgment against the MISSION and the ASSOCIATION In favor of: 

4 

a. 3ENT CORYDON, 3133,567.09 for back salaries, plus 

5 

Interest, 

6 

b. MARY CQRYDON, $159,335.33 far back salaries, plus 

7 

interest. 

f . 8 

i 

.: 9 

c. MARE LCTOVSEY, $10,004.41 for back salaries, plus 

interest, • 

'•f. -10 

d. To BENT CORYDON and MARY CORYDON for/monies lent in the 

• . ; ii 

sum of $100,765.10, plus interest. 

i 12 

e. Declaration 'In favor of CHURCH OF SCI0L0G0S that the 


13 MISSION and ASSOCIATION are responsible for tbe $115,911.08 claim 


' 14 

by the EMPLOYMENT- DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT OP CALIFORNIA should 

v- . '15 

said agency be successful and damages for costs of defense of • - 

, • " 16 

said, action according to proof, and a Declaration in favor of 

17 

CHURCH OP SCI0L0GOS that .MISSION and ASSOCIATION are obligated to_ •' 


pay said debts for back'salaries to BENT CORYDON, MARY CORYDON 

- .-jL J9 

and MARK' LUTOVSKY. -/ v ^ 

20^ 

(“2 “That SCI0L0GOS should have judgment against *CHURCH CF "• 

. "21 

SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RTC, ; COST,* DOES 'l through'* 100," SMI. 

J 22 

GUARDIAN’S OFFICE, INTERNATIONAL FINANCE POLICE, CHURCH CF 

'• ' , .-23 

SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS ANGELES. • 

i ' : ; 24 

a corporation, CSI, MGWW, 'L. RON HUBBARD, FLAG: • ‘-v/. : 

** 25 

a. * $40,000.00 for funds converted, plus Interest, 

26 

b. punitive damages of $5,000,000.00 plus interest. 

27 

- '• Except as against INTERNATIONAL FINANCE POLICE, CHURCH 

28 

OF SCIENTOLOGY OF LOS ANGELES, FLAG, 
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1 


$30,000.00 for breach, of contract. 


1 

c. $30,000.00 for breach of contract. 

2 

d. $693,443.31 for fraud. 

3 

e. for punitive damages of $3,000,000.00, 

4 

Except as against INTERNAL10NAL FINANCE POLICE, CHURCH 

5 

OF SCIENTOLOGY, but also against HE3ER JENTZCE and FREDDY CLEAN, 

6 

f. for $7,231.34 for fraud, plus interest. 

7 

v • 

g. for punitive damages for $3,000,000.00 

£ a 

3. That SCI0L0G0S shall have a judgment against CHURCH-OF 

• ‘ . 9 

SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RTC, COST, DOES 1 through 100, SMI, 

• i° 

GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, TOM STEINER, ‘CATHY STEINER, ‘ CSI, MOWW, L. RON 

2 - ■ • : ii 

HUBBARD.' - •' ’ • ‘ • • . 

• 2 •• 12 

a. $52,000.00 plus interest, " . - 

; • 13 

b. $172,376.20 for losses due to fiduciary duty, plus 

" * 14 

interest, .. •••„’' 

" -15 

“ c. $5,000,000.00 for punitive damages. 

16 

• d. $394,000.00 for mismanagement, plus interest. 

*. • • - 17 

.-i 

•’ •••.; •18 

Plus against USM0, but not against HUBBARD, TOM STEINER and 

CATHY STEINER >/ ‘ ’ ' - “ V ' 

*\19 

- e. $36,000.00 ‘ * * 

/ v V. • ; " 21 

• ,*4 SCI0L0G0S shall have Judgment against r ’•/ " s : ’T % 

a.' TOM STEINER for $3,239.15 for money awed, plus : 

22 

interest. 

23 

b. GER0LD W.LANGENFELD for $4,142.93 for money awed, plus 

>f •• , 24 

• ' - • lif * . 

interest, ' / V ' . ' * ' •; * 

25 

c. MARY ANN LANGENFELD for- $2,035.93 for money owed/"plus. 

26 

interest. 

27 

5*. That SCI0LOGOS, BENT C0RYD0N, MARY C0RYD0N, MARK 

28 

LUT0VSKY, and MARC CHACON shall have judgment against the CHURCH 
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OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, RTC, DOES 1-100, SMI, 
GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, CSI, MOWW, COST, L. RON HUBBARD, 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF SUNNYSLOPE, CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF BUENAVENTURA, TOM STEINER and 
CATHY STEINER, HEBER JENTZCH, KATHY HEARD: 

a. For damages, for slander according to proof, 

b. For punitive damages of $5,000,000.00 each, 

c. For damages for emotional distress. 

6. For PHIL BLACK v. CHURCH SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, RTC, DOES 1-100, SMI, GUARDIAN'S OFFICE, ED 
LANCE, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION OF SUNNYSLOPE, 
MOWW, CSI, L. RON HUBBARD: 

a. Damages for emotional distress according to 
proof, 

b. Punitive damages in the sum of $5,000,000.00. 

7. For BENT CORYDON v. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, RTC, DOES 1-100, SMI, COST, GUARDIAN’S 
OFFICE, CSI, MOWW L. RON HUBBARD: 

a. Damages for emotional distress according to 
proof, 

b. Punitive damages in the sum of $5,000,000,00. 

8. For all CROSS-COMPLAINANTS v. all CROSS¬ 
DEFENDANTS: 

a. For damages according to proof, 

b. For punitive damages in the sum of 
$30,000,000.00, 
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c. For costs of suit, 

d. Attorneys fees, 

e. For such relief as the court deems just. 

DATED: 


SAYRE, MORENO, PURCELL & BOUCHER 


FEDERICO C. SAYRE, ESQ. 
TOBY L. PLEYIN, ESQ. 
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY PERSONAL SERVICE 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

) s s 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES) 

_ ) 

I, Toby L. Plevin, am a resident of/employed in 
.the aforesaid county. State of California. I am over 
the age of 18 years and not a party to the within 
action. My business/residence address is: 10866 
Wilshire Blvd., Fourth Floor, Los Angeles, California 
90024. 

On September 22, 1988, I served the foregoing: 
SECOND AMENDED CROSS-COMPLAINT FOR MONEY OWED on the 
interested parties in this action by placing a true 
copy thereof, enclosed in a sealed envelope, 
addressed as follows: 

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 

By personal service I caused such envelope to 
be delivered by hand to the offices of the 
addressee. 

I certify under the penalty of perjury under 
the laws of the State of California that the 
foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on September 22, 1988 
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ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 


LAWRENCE E. HELLER, ESQ. 

LENSKE, LENSKE & HELLER 
6400 CANOGA AVENUE 
SUITE 315 

WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91367 

KENDRICK L. MOXON, ESQ. 

BOWLES & MOXON 
6255 SUNSET BLVD. 

SUITE 2000 
HOLLYWOOD, CA 90028 

JAMES H. BERRY, JR., ESQ. 

WYMAN, BAUTZER, KUCHEL & SILBERT 
TWO CENTURY PLAZA, 14TH FLOOR 
2049 CENTURY PARK EAST 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90067 


CHARLES SCHULTZ, ESQ. 
REID 8c HELLYER 
P.O. BOX 1330 
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1300 

JOHN PETERSON, ESQ. 
PETERSON & BRYNAN 
8530 Wilshire Blvd. 

Suite 407 

Beverly Hills, CA 90211 
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FEDERICO C. SAYRE, <Esq. 

SAYRE, MORENO, PURCELL & BOUCHER 
108 66 Wilshire Boulfevard 
Fourth Floor 

Los Angeles, California 90024 
(213) 47.5-0505 


Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
BENT CORYDON 


SEP_I5J88a 

COumCLERK 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


BENT CORYDON, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, INC.; AUTHOR ) 

SERVICES, INC.; AUTHOR FAMILY ) 
TRUST; ESTATE OF L. RON ) 

HUBBARD; HEBER JENTZSCH; ) 

SHIRLEY YOUNG; DAVID ) 

MISCAVIGE; TIMOTHY BOWLES; ) 

BRAD BALLENTINE; - .•> • ) 

WARREN MCSHANE and DOES 1 ) 

through 100, inclusive, ) 

Defendants. ) 

_ • ) 


CASE NO. C 694401 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 
.FOR LIBEL; SLANDER; 

LIBEL PER SE; SLANDER PER SE; 
INTERFERENCE WITH ECONOMIC 
ADVANTAGE; INTERFERENCE WITH 
CONTRACTUAL RELATIONS; 
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF' 
EMOTIONAL DISTRESS; 

NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF 
EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 


Plaintiff BENT CORYDON alleges as follows: 

1. Plaintiff BENT CORYDON is an individual domiciled in 
the State of California, County of Riverside. 

2. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges 
that Defendants CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, INC. and 

EXHIBIT C - 
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AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. are, and at all times herein mentioned 
were, California corporations duly authorized to do, and doing, 
business in the State of California, County of Los Angeles. 


3. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon 
alleges, that Defendants AUTHOR FAMILY TRUST and ESTATE OF L. RON 
HUBBARD, and each of them, are entities duly formed and operating 
under the laws of the State of California conducting business and 
other activities in the County of Los Angeles. 

4. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon 
alleged, that Defendants HEBER JENTZSCH and SHIRLEY YOUNG, and 
each of them, are individuals operating in the County of Los 
Angeles as agents, partners, members or employees of Defendant 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, INC. (hereinafter referred 
to as Defendant "Church") . 


5. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon 
alleges, that Defendants DAVID MISCAVIGE and TIMOTHY BOWLES are 
individuals operating in the County of Los Angeles as agents, 
partners, members or employees of Defendant CHURCH. 


6. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon 
alleges, that the Defendants CHURCH and AUTHOR SERVICES, INC., 
and each of them, are subject to and operating under, a unity of 
control agreement and arrangement, said separate alleged 
corporate structures having been created for illicit and illegal 
purposes, including but,not limited to, avoidance of payment of 
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taxes and civil judgments. Said Defendants, and each of them, 
operate a unity of personnel, co-mingle assets and work jointly 
toward common business objectives. 

7. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon 
alleges, that the designation of said Defendant organizations as 
"churches" or other religious entities is fallacious and a sham 
calculated and contrived to exploit protections of the First 
Amendment of the United States Constitution, and at no time 
herein mentioned did said Defendants render any religious 
services, or engage in any religious activities whatsoever. 
Rather, said organizations were created solely for the purpose of 
making money from the sale of copyrights of the book Dianetics , 
written by L. Ron Hubbard, and from the exploitation of thousands 
of individuals, including Plaintiff, pursuant to delineated and 
self-determined doctrines and policies. 

8. The true names, identities or capacitie's, whether 
individual, associate, corporate or otherwise, of Defendants DOES 
1 through 100, are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore sues said 
Defendants by such fictitious names. When the true names, 
identities or capacities of such fictitiously designated 
Defendants are ascertained. Plaintiff will seek leave of Court to 
amend this Complaint to insert the true names, identities and 
capacities, together with the proper supporting charging 
allegations. 

Ill 
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9. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges 
that each of the Defendants designated as a DOE is negligently, 
consciously, willfully, intentionally, knowingly, recklessly, 
despicably or otherwise tortiously or legally responsible in some 
manner for the events and happenings herein referred to, and 
negligently, consciously, willfully, intentionally, knowingly, 
recklessly or despicably or otherwise tortiously caused the 
injuries proximately thereby to Plaintiff as hereinafter alleged, 
either through said Defendants' own activity, or through their 
agents, servants, associates or employees, and each of them, or 
due to said Defendants' own defamatory, slanderous or libelous 
statements or conduct. 

j 

10. At all times herein mentioned each of the Defendants 
was the agent, servant, employee, fellow member, associate and/or 
joint venturer of each of the other remaining Defendants and was 
at all times acting within the purpose and scope of said agency, 
employment or joint venture and acting with the express and 

! 

implied knowledge, commission or consent of the remaining 
Defendants, and each of them. The acts of each Defendant were 
qualified and/or ratified by each other Defendant and, together, 
constitute a single course of conduct. j 

• i 

i 

s 

11. From .the period in or about 1962 until 1986 Plaintiff 

’ ! 

was a recognized and qualified member of Defendant CHURCH. { 

Plaintiff was duly indoctrinated into the Defendant CHURCH by 
regular and active recruitment techniques which involved claims 
that the programs and doctrine offered by Defendant CHURCH would j 

_ EXHIBIT r. * _ ! 
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raise intelligent quotient to that of genius, prevent illnesses 

I 

in participants and other attractive occurrences. Plaintiff paid ! 
substantial consideration to Defendant CHURCH for these programs, j 

12. In or about 1970, Plaintiff, having qualified for and 
achieved the highest status of counselor and minister in 
Scientology, within Defendant CHURCH, started his own franchise 

i 

"mission" in Riverside, California. Said mission was purchased 
and subsidized wholly and exclusively with Plaintiff's monies and j 
assets, and operated as an autonomous entity entirely independent ! 
of Defendant CHURCH under the general doctrine of Scientology. 

13. In or about 1973, said franchise experienced rapid 
growth and widespread success. By 1977 said franchise had 180 
full-time staff members. At all times. Plaintiff's personal 
assets, money and investments were-used to support said 
franchise enabling it to prosper and grow. 

i 

• • -I 

14. In or about 1978, Plaintiff was called to Florida by 
Defendants, and each of them, for debriefing on the success of 

his Riverside franchise. Plaintiff was instructed by Defendants, | 
and each of them, that he must sign over his franchise to 
Defendants, and each of them, under the threat of subjection to 
" Fair Game ", a Defendant CHURCH doctrine and policy directing . 
that any individual or employee who expresses a lack of loyalty 
or a refusal to comply with Defendants', and each of their, 
orders is open to any form of harassment, economic ruin or 
subject to any covert or notorious plan purposely designed to 
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cause emotional or physical harm and/or financial ruin no matter 
how invasive or despicable the method employed. This CHURCH 
doctrine champions the destruction of an individual's business or 
reputation, by a variety of tactics including framing false 
charges of criminal acts. Subsequent to this threat as 
communicated by Defendants, and each of them, and in response 
thereto. Plaintiff was coerced by Defendants, and each of them, 
to sign over and transfer his Riverside franchise to Defendants 
so as to avoid the plight of "Fair Game." 

15. In or about 1981, L. Ron Hubbard, President of 
Defendant CHURCH, had gone into hiding and seclusion following an 
F.B.I. raid on several Defendant CHURCH offices nationwide. 

During said period of time. Plaintiff successfully recovered his 
Riverside franchise and board member position from Defendants, 
and each of them. 

16. In or about 1980, Plaintiff was arrested and pleaded 
guilty to assault charges, which charges af-ose when Plaintiff 
became targeted to become State's evidence and testify against 
Defendant Church. Defendants, and each of them, provided 
Plaintiff with defense in this action, and said charges were 
subsequently dropped. 

17. In order to obtain or maintain a franchise within 
Defendant CHURCH it is required that the franchisee be free of 
any criminal record. Defendant, HEBER JENTZSCH, President of The 
Church of Scientology International was present when Plaintiff 
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personally handed over documents and communicated to Defendant 
CHURCH representatives that his record had been wholly expunged 
for the 1980 charges of assault and his name wholly cleared. 


18. On or about August 3, 1987, Defendants, and each of 
them, specifically including Defendant EEBER JENTZSCH, caused to 
be printed, published and circulated an article in the St. 
Petersberg Times, a news publication of wide circulation which 
articles contained the following untrue statements: 

"Corydon has a criminal recordI He has 
obviously lied before, and I say when a 
man has a criminal record, he has a 
credibility problem." 

19. Defendants, and each of them, caused such statements to 
be published knowing them to be false and further knowing that 
the untrue statement would reach readers of the paper and be 
subject to widespread dissemination all to Plaintiff’s injury and 
damage. 

20. In or about 1986, after breaking from Defendant CHURCH, 
Plaintiff wrote a book entitled, L.Ron Hubbard; Messiah or 
Madman ? which contained a detailed expose of the indiscretions 
and practices of Defendant Church. Defendants, and each of t h e m , 
knowingly and intentionally attempted to bribe two print factory 
workers in order to get an early copy of the manuscript for their 

own illicit purposes. EXHIBIT c « 
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21. Defendants, and each of them, filed a series of Court 
orders in an attempt to force Plaintiff and his publisher, Lyle 
Stewart, to turn over notes, tapes and sources upon which said 
book was based. The legal costs incurred by Plaintiff in 
opposing these meritless motions wholly eradicated Plaintiff’s 
royalties from his book. 

22. Following publication of said book. Plaintiff was 
invited to speak and spoke on various electronic media, including 
CBS Morning Show,"-Nightwatch, and WWOR-TV. At several of these 
shows. Defendants HEBER JENTZSCH, SHIRLEY YOUNG, TIMOTHY BOWLES 
and other Defendant CHURCH affiliates appeared or called in and 
again, on behalf of all Defendants herein, falsely stated that 
Plaintiff had a criminal record.' Further, Defendants inundated 
the media with similar false allegations critical of Plaintiff, 
each aforestated communication having occurred while Defendants, 
and each of them, knew the information to be false. 

23. Defendants DAVID MISCAVIGE, Defendant CHURCH’S top 
executive and Hubbard’s successor and DOES 1 through 25, 
inclusive, and each of them, purposefully directed and instructed 
agents of Defendant CHURCH to assault, batter, intimidate and 
otherwise "rough up" Plaintiff. When the agents arrived to 
effectuate this plan. Plaintiff was out and a co-worker and 
associate of Plaintiff’s was "roughed up" instead. While 
assaulting and battering Plaintiff's associate, the agents of 
Defendants, and each of them, stated: "Since Corydon’s not here, 
you’ll do. You are standing in the way of Ron's Bridge!" 
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 


(Libel, as Against Each and Every Defendant) 

24. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
paragraphs 1 through 23 inclusive, and by this reference makes 
them a part hereof. 

25. On or after August 3, 1987, Defendants CHURCH, HEBER 
JENTZSCH, SHIRLEY YOUNG and Does 1 through 50, inclusive, and 
each of them, caused to be printed and circulated, certain 
written matter wherein it was stated, charged and inferred that 
Plaintiff had a criminal record and was involved in criminal 
activity which assertions were wholly false. As such, the 
writings libeled and defamed Plaintiff. 

26. The acts of the Defendants, and each of them, were 
conducted for the calculated and intended purpose of causing the 
readers of said defamatory material to shun Plaintiff, to refrain 
from buying Plaintiff's book, to da m age and injure Plaintiff's 
reputation, and to cause Plaintiff to suffer great and grievous 
humiliation, embarrassment, anxiety, mental anguish and emotional 
distress. 

27. All such writings, statements, inferences and charges 
therein contained, were false, were known to said Defendants, and 
each of them, to be false when made, were made without 
justification and privilege, and were made with the intent and 
purpose of injuring and damaging Plaintiff's reputation, and to 
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embarrass and humiliate Plaintiff, and to cause Plaintiff to 
suffer great and grievous humilatory embarrassment, mental 
anguish and emotional distress. 


28. As a direct and proximate result of said Defendants* 
aforesaid defamatory publications, writings and conduct. 

Plaintiff was injured and damaged in his business and reputation, 
and was caused to suffer severe embarrassment, humiliation, 
mental anguish and emotional distress, all to Plaintiff*s general 
damage in a sum td=.be determined according to proof at time of 
trial. 


SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Slander, as Against Each and Every Defendant) 

29. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
paragraphs 1 through 28, inclusive, and by this reference makes 
them a part hereof. 

? 

30. On or after August 3, 1987, on several different 
broadcasts. Defendants, CHURCH, HEBER JENTZSCH, SHIRLEY YOUNG and 
DOES 1 through 25, inclusive, and each of them, stated and 
broadcasted to the general public at large that Plaintiff had a 
criminal record. 

31. All of Defendants* aforestated statements, charges and 
accusations were false, and were known by Defendants, and each of 
them, to be false when made, and were made without justification 
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or privilege and were made with, the calculated intent and purpose 
of injuring and damaging Plaintiff's reputation, and to embarrass 
Plaintiff and to cause Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, mental 
anguish and emotional distress. As such. Defendants’ statements 
slandered and defamed Plaintiff. 

32. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ 
conduct, statements and accusations. Plaintiff was injured in his 
business and reputation, and was caused to suffer severe 
embarrassment, humiliation, mental anguish and emotional 
distress, all to his.general damage in an amount according to 
proof at time of trial. 

33. As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ 
conduct, statements and accusations. Plaintiff suffered loss of 
business opportunities, and loss of income and earnings. The 
full nature and extent of said damages, loss of business 
opportunities, and loss of income and earnings is not now known 

to Plaintiff who will seek leave to amend this Complaint to 

? 

include such items of special damages, as herein set forth when 
the same has been ascertained. 

THIRD CAUSE•OF’ACTION 

(Libel Per Se, As Against Each and Every Defendant) 

34. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
paragraphs 1 through 28, inclusive, and by this reference makes 
them a part hereof. 
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35. On or after August 3, 1987, Defendants, and each of 
them, caused to be printed and circulated, certain written matter 


wherein it was falsely stated, charged and inferred that 
Plaintiff had a criminal record. This material was clearly 
libelous on its face since Defendants, and each of them, were 
aware that the material was false and made without justification 
or privilege. Due to their content, said defamatory writings 
constituted libel per se and proximately caused the damages to 
Plaintiff as heretofore alleged. 


FOURTH CAUSE OF‘ACTION 

(Slander Per Se, As Against Each and Every Defendant) 

36. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
paragraphs 1 through 23, inclusive, and paragraphs 29 through 33, 
inclusive, and by this reference makes them a part hereof. 

37. On or after August 3, 1987, on several different 
broadcasts. Defendants, and each of them, stated and broadcast to 
the general public that Plaintiff had a criminal record and had 
been involved in criminal activities. These statements were 
slanderous on their face since Defendants knew that the 
statements were false and dealt with allegations of criminal 
conduct. 


38. Defendants*, and each of their, above-described 
conduct, was done for the sole purpose of injuring and damaging 
Plaintiff*s business and reputation, interfering with Plaintiff's 
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economic advantages and proximately causing Plaintiff to suffer 
great emotional distress as heretofore set forth. 


FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage 
As Against Each and Every Defendant) 

39. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
herein paragraphs 1 through 38, inclusive, and by this reference 
makes them a part hereof. 

40. In or about January, 19 86, Plaintiff entered into an 
economic and business relationship with Lyle Stewart, Publisher 
of Plaintiff's book together with the with the general public, 
who were those who would purchase Plaintiff's book. At all 
times. Defendants, and each of them, were aware of the existence 
of the relationship between Plaintiff and his publisher and 
between Plaintiff and the public. 

41. At all said times herein mentioned Defendants, and. each 
of them, intended to and did use defamatory and false material to 
demean and disgrace Plaintiff and to intentionally interfere with 
Plaintiff's business concerns, as heretofore alleged. 

42. At all said times herein mentioned Defendants, and each 

of them, used threats, harassment, intimidation, bribes and other 
despicable conduct to intentionally interfere with Plaintiff's 
business by discouraging and preventing the distribution and sale 
of Plaintiff’s book. Q ^ 
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43. The Defendants' statements, activities and conduct as 


heretofore alleged, was done with the intent and purpose of 
interfering with Plaintiff's business activities and to cause 
Plaintiff to lose readers, business opportunities, income and 
earnings. As a direct and proximate result of such statements, 
activities and conduct. Plaintiff did lose readers, and buyers of 
his book, business opportunities, and income and earnings which 
would have occurred but for the actions of Defendants, and each 
of them, all to Plaintiff's general damage. The exact amount and 
extent of such damages have not been fully ascertained at this 
time. Plaintiff will seek leave of Court to amend this Complaint 
when such damages have been fully ascertained. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Interference with Contractual Relations 
As Against Each and Every Defendant) 

44. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
herein paragraphs 1 through 43 inclusive, and by this reference 
makes them a part hereof. 

45. In or about January, 1986, Plaintiff entered into a 
valid and existing contract with Lyle Stewart, publisher of 
Plaintiff's book. At all times herein mentioned. Defendants, and 
each of them, were aware and had knowledge of the existence of 
this contract. 

Ill 
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46. At all times herein mentioned. Defendants, and each of 
them, intended to use the defamatory and false material as 
heretofore alleged to demean and discredit Plaintiff and to 
intentionally make the performance of said contract difficult 
and/or impossible. 

47. Defendants, and each of them, used threats, harassment 
and intimidation and bribes to intentionally interfere with 
Plaintiff's performance of said contract. 

48. Defendants 1 / and each of their, statements, activities 
and conduct as hereinabove alleged, were done with the intent and 
purpose of interfering with Plaintiff's performance of said 
contract and to cause Plaintiff to lose readers, business 
opportunities, income and earnings. As a direct result of such 
statements, activities and conduct. Plaintiff did lose readers, 
potential buyers of his book, business opportunities, income and 
earnings which would have accrued but for the actions of 
Defendants are to Plaintiff's general damage as heretofore 
alleged. The exact amount and extent of such damages have not 
been fully ascertained at this time. Plaintiff will seek leave 
of Court to amend this Complaint, when such damages are fully 
ascertained. 

Ill 
l I / 

III 
/ / / 

/ / / 
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SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


(Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 
As Against Each and Every Defendant) 

49. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
herein each of the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 
48, inclusive. 

50. Defendants, and each of them, employed intimidation 
techniques and coercive methods of a psychological nature • 
including but not .limited to, subjection of Plaintiff to the 
policy of "Fair Game", threats and harassment while fully aware 
of the particular susceptibility of Plaintiff to these tactics. 
Said conduct and practices were intended to, and did, cause 
Plaintiff severe emotional distress and upset all to Plaintiff's 
general damage. 

51. All of the Defendants' aforestated statements, writings 
and conduct, as heretofore alleged, were made, performed and 
published when Defendants, and each of them, knew that the false, 
outrageous and demeaning character of their statements, writings 
and conduct were likely to cause Plaintiff to suffer great and 
grievous mental anguish and emotional distress, and were further 
made, performed and published with a willful, wanton and 
despicable disregard for Plaintiff's peace, health and 
well-being, and for the further intent and purpose of causing 
Plaintiff to suffer great and grievous mental anguish, emotional 
distress, humiliation, anxiety, embarrassment and disgrace. 

Ill 
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52. As the proximate result of the Defendants’ acts, as 
heretofore set forth. Plaintiff did suffer the afore-mentioned 
consequences and has been and is injured in mind and body all to 
his general damage in an amount according to proof at trial. 

53. The afore-mentioned acts of Defendants were willful, 
wanton, despicable, malicious and oppressive and justify the 
awarding of exemplary and punitive damages against Defendants, 
and each of them, according to proof at time of trial. 


-. EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress 
As Against Each and Every Defendant) 

54. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
herein paragraphs 1 through 48, inclusive, and by this reference 
makes them a part hereof. 


55. That all of the Defendants’ false and outrageous 
statements, writings and conduct, as heretofore alleged, were 
made, performed and published when Defendants knew or should have 
known of the false, outrageous and demeaning character of said 
statements, writings and conduct. Defendants knew, or in the 
exercise of reasonable care, should have known and foreseen that 
their statements, writings and conduct were likely to cause 
Plaintiff to suffer great and grievous mental anguish and 
emotional distress. Defendants made, performed and published the 
aforestated statements and writings with wanton, reckless and 
willful disregard for Plaintiff's peace, health and well-being 
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causing Plaintiff to suffer great and grievous mental anguish, 
emotional distress, humiliation, anxiety, embarrassment and 
disgrace. 


56. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants' 
willful, wanton and recklessly outrageous actions, as heretofore 
set forth. Plaintiff has suffered, and continues to suffer, great 
and grievous mental anguish, emotional distress, humiliation, 
anxiety, embarrassment, and disgrace all to Plaintiff's general 
damage in an amount the Court may deem just and proper according 
to proof at trial. - 


NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage 
Against Each and Every Defendant) 

57. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
herein paragraphs 1 through 23, inclusive, and by this reference 
makes them a part hereof. 

58. Following the filing of a lawsuit captioned Church of 
Scientology Mission - of Riverside, et al; v; Bent Corydon, et al. , 

Riverside Superior Court Case No. 154129 (hereinafter "COSMOR 
Lawsuit"), by Defendants herein. Plaintiff and others filed a 
First Amended Cross-Complaint in that action. The 
Cross-Complainants in the COSMOR lawsuit shall be identified 
herein as the "Cosmor Defendants. Defendants, and each of them, 
thereafter entered in a conspiracy against the COSMOR Defendants, 
including Plaintiff herein, pursuant to their "Fair Game" 
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policies. Under the Fair Game Policy people who are adverse to 
the Church of Scientology are fair game for harassment, 
intimidation, theft, and financial and personal ruin. 


59. This conspiracy was carried out by secret plans which 
were placed into action to harass Cosmor Defendants, instill 
fear, interfere with their abilities to earn a living, and to 
destroy the defense and prosecution in that case. This 
conspiratorial plan included placing a spy in the offices at the 
Cosmor Defendants'-for purposes of learning their litigation 
strategy and for sabotaging the same. 


60. Pursuant to this plan. Defendants herein recruited 
Scientologist TOM ARMISTEAD to encourage conversation with 
Plaintiff BENT CORYDON in hopes that he would divulge vital 
information. 

• 61. In furtherance of the conspiracy, agent ARMISTEAD 
advised Defendants of certain documents in Plaintiff's 
possession. On Defendants’ instructions, in September and 
October 1983, agent ARMISTEAD went back to the CHURCH OF 
SCIOLOGOS and copied said documents and forwarded them to 
Defendants. 

62. Towards the end of 1983, agent ARMISTEAD was given 
instructions designed to sabotage the Church. This was pursuant 
to L. RON HUBBARD'S, "Ron's Journal 38" which was designed to 
dissuade people from joining independent centers. 
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63. On March 5, 1984, Defendants, and each of them, 
commenced a project armed at financially wiping out the Cosmor 
Defendants by swamping them with small claims court actions by 
former Scientologists seeking return of donations. This project 
was designed to * cave-in" Plaintiff MARC CHACON by overworking 
him and forcing him to leave SCIOLOGOS. 

64. Pursuant to the above plan, in addition to filing on 
different dates numerous small claims actions, agent ARMISTEAD 
was to befriend COSMOR Defendant MARC CHACON and make comments to 
him, as friendly suggestions, that he is tired, overworked, and 
that perhaps it is all not worth it and he should leave 
SCIOLOGOS. Defendants, and each of them, believed that SCIOLOGOS 
could not operate without MARC CHACON. It was also believed by 
Defendants that MARC CHACON was necessary to the defense and 
prosecution of the earlier litigation. 

65. Simultaneously, SCIENTOLOGY, throiigh agent -ARMISTEAD, 
continued to make every effort through the phony friendship with 
Plaintiffs, to learn all strategies involved in the COSMOR 
action. 

66. Further, agent ARMISTEAD was to befriend SCIOLOGOS 
employee JEANNIE HANSEN and encourage her to get involved in a 
Starway program which then would be arranged to have meetings 
during the times that Plaintiff’s CHURCH needed her the most. 

/ / / 


/ / / 
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67. Defendants, and each of them, pursuant to said 
conspiracy, have also taken actions designed to get SCIOLOGOS 
parking lot away from the Church. In addition, agent ARMISTEAD 
was further instructed, and he did, to obtain floor plans of the 
Church where each individual’s office was, and who stayed at the 
Church at night. 


68. In 19 84, upon discovering that Plaintiff BENT CORYDON 
and his wife were going to New Zealand, plans were then made to 
harass the CORYDONS in Europe. In fact, they were verbally 
abused by Scientologists in said country while giving a lecture. 

69. In 1985 Agents of the Church of Scientology dragged 
BENT CORYDON out of a telephone booth in Gilmore Hot Springs and 
threw him against a fence. 

70. In 1986, BENT CORYDON was physically assaulted by 
Scientologists while looking for his attorney in a Federal 
courthouse, said shoving occurring in front of Defendant HEBER 
JENTZCH and Scientology attorney JOHN PETERSON. 

71. On or about February 1986, pursuant to said above- 
described conspiracy, and pursuant to plans first discussed in 
1984, a tall heavy-set Scientologist entered the Church of 
Sciologos, and after discovering that BENT CORYDON was not 
present, proceeded to physically strike and beat up MARC CHACON 
claiming they were interfering with the Church of Scientology. 
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71. Continually, and to the present. Defendants, and each 
of them, through their conspiracy have attempted to dissuade 
followers of the Church of Sciologos from continuing in said 

i 

service. And in 1987, they published the lie that Plaintiff BENT j 
CORYDON was guilty of "criminal" acts against the Church. 

! 

72. Pursuant to the conspiracy, threatening telephone calls j 
have been continuously made to Plaintiff and to other Defendants 
in the COSMOR lawsuit, and each of them, and efforts in 19 87 were 

I 

made to prevent publishing of BENT CORYDON 1 s book, including 
attempts to steal same. 

i 

73. On or about the beginning of April 1, 1987, Church of 
Scientology members, identifying themselves as such, began to 
call the non-listed private residence number of Sciologos 
employee Bob Ross for purposes of harassment. And in at least 
1987, Cross-Defendants have bugged Cross-Plaintiff 1 s telephones. 
Twice in 1987, Defendants have trespassed on BENT CORYDON* s home I 
and moved objects from therein into the str.eet, i.e., one plant 
and one chair. 

74. Said actions, by Cross-Defendants, and each of them, 
have interfered with the ability of the Church of Sciologos to 
carry on its businesses. It has been damaged the same in an 
amount to be proven in court and both compensatory and punitive 
damages are demanded. 
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TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


(Intentional Infliction of Emotion Distress 
Against All Defendants) 

75. Plaintiff realleges by this reference and incorporates 
paragraphs 1 through 23, and paragraphs 57 through 74, and by 
this reference makes them a part hereof. 

76. Said conduct on the part of Defendants, and each of 
them, is egregious and beyond the bounds of decency and was 
designed to cause'-.Plaintiff emotional distress. It was 
reasonably foreseeable from the same that Plaintiff would suffer 
emotional distress from those actions. 

77. As a proximate result thereof. Plaintiff did in fact 
suffer emotional distress, continue to suffer the same, and has 
been damaged in an amount to be proven at the time of trial. As 
such actions were intentional, malicious and willful punitive 
damages are also demanded. 

Ill j 
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendants, 


and each of them, as follows: 

1. General damages in a sum according to proof at time of 
trial in excess of the minimum jurisdictional amount of this 
Court; 

- 

2. All statutory damages in a sum in excess of the minimum 
jurisdictional amount of this Court; 

3. All special damages according to proof at time of 


trial; 


4. For exemplary and punitive damages in an amount 
according to proof at time of trial; 

5. For costs of suit and attorney's fees incurred herein; 

6. For such other and further relief’as the Court may'deem 
just and proper. 

DATED: September , 1988 SAYRE, MORENO, PURCELL & BOUCHER- 


By 

^FEDERICO C. SAYRE, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Bent Corydon 
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY HAND 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

) s s 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES) 



am a resident 


of/employed in the aforesaid county, State of 
California. I am over the age of 18 years and not a 
party to the within action. My business/residence 
address is: 10866 Wilshire Blvd., Fourth Floor, Los 
Angeles, California 90024. 

On October 28, 1988, I served the foregoing: 
JOINDER IN MOTION TO UNSEAL FILE on the interested 
parties in this action by placing a true copy 
thereof, enclosed in a sealed envelope, addressed as 
follows: 

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 

By personal service, I caused such envelope to 
be delivered by hand to the offices of the 
addressee. 

I certify under the penalty of perjury under 
the laws of the State of California that the 
foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed on October 28, 1988 
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ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 


LENSKE, LENSKE & HELLER 
6400 CANOGA AVENUE 
SUITE 315 

WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91367 

LITT & STORMER 
3550 WILSHIRE BLVD. 

SUITE 1200 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90010 

PETERSON & BRYNAN 
8530 WILSHIRE BLVD. 

SUITE 407 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90211 






